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REPORT OF DR. W. T. GOLDSMITH, 

Delegate of the Fulton County Medical Society to the Georgia 
Medical Association, held at Americus, Ga., April 12th, 1871. 



Gentlemen of the Fulton County Medical Society : 

Your delegate to the late annual meeting of the Georgia Med- 
ical Association, in obedience to your resolution, begs leave to 
submit the following report. Before entering, however, upon the 
duty required of him, your delegate^ asks your indulgence for a 
moment in order that he may assure you of his profound regret 
in having to communicate to you unpleasant facts. He would re- 
joice were he able to transmit to you a report wherein should be re- 
corded, that "brotherly love" and professional harmony had once 
again cemented the hearts and affections of the profession. Far 
different, however, must be the nature of his report. Our unfor- 
nate differences, instead of being healed, have been widened, and 
those who should be brethren have, by mistaken policy and ille- 
gitimate means, been sundered further apart. You, gentlemen, 
are accused of being the prime instruments in thus rending the 
profession, and your delegate, as one of your Society, must, if the 
charge be true, share the opprobrium which should attach to so 
grave an accusation. 

Such a charge, therefore, makes it necessary, on the part of 
your delegate, to place before you the facts which transpired at 
the late meeting- of the Association. So far as the -acts of the 
representatives of your Society go, they show two things as the 
objects they sought to accomplish : 

1st. To have the body express its opinion as to the correctness 
of the positions assumed by your Society in regard to the ethical 
duty of members of the Association, refusing to accord profession- 
al recognition to parties declared by the body to be expelled there • 
from, or declared by it not to be "Doctors of Medicine." In order 
to do this, your Society entered a protest covering the points assum- 
ed to be correct, according to your interpretation of medical law. 

2d. To effect, if possible, upon honorable principles, a resto- 
ration of harmony among offending parties and the Association, 
which disposition was clearly illustrated and demonstrated by the 
votes of the representatives of your Society upon Dr. Notting- 
ham's substitute to refer the whole matter of controversy to a 
committee. 



For one, gentlemen, I assure you I would have been happy to 
have had the pleasure to have announced to you that a restoration 
of good feeling had been fully accomplished by any legitimate 
means, and upon sound, ethical principles. If, in the investiga- 
tion of the causes of the controversy, it had been determined by 
a committee that your delegate or the Society he represented, had 
erred or in any particular transcended the dicta of medical law, 
he would, for himself and the Society, have made any reparation 
demanded by an honorable committee: holding it true that it is as 
honorable to atone for grievances committed, as to contend for the 
right. Your delegate, in arraigning the members of the Atlanta 
Academy of Medicine, who were members of the Association, 
before the bar of that body, is conscious that he, or your 
Society, was impelled by no other motive than the vindication of 
truth, and the highest principles of the profession. If, in doing 
this, the stern nature of the truths contained in your protest, 
should oifend the parties charged, while regretting to wound the 
sensibilities of any,, still the demands of truth, and the honor of 
the profession made it paramount to every other consideration. 
It would be no less unmanly than wicked to wantonly expose and 
revengefully pursue^ the direlictions of those who, either from 
ignorance or difference of opinion, should present no formidable 
obstacle to the cause of science or the honor of the profession. 
But when intelligent men openly violate medical law, to the dam- 
age of the profession, and claim equal rights and privileges in our 
organized bodies with those who conform to it ; it then becomes a 
question, not of persecution or. revenge, but of honor, to recover 
them from their errors, or failing, to mete out to them the just 
penalty of. violated law. 

The Association met by appointment at Americus, Ga., on the 
12th of April last. Dr. H. F. Campbell, the President, being 
absent at its organization, the first Vice President, Dr. J. G. 
Thomas, occupied the Chair. 

The first business in order in effecting the organization of the 
Association, was the report of the Committee on Credentials 
which had also the power, as is well understood, as a Committee 
on Ethics, to determine questions submitted to it, on Medical Law • 
subject, of course, to the ratification or rejection by the body. 
But it is well to remark here that the decision of the Association 
either in approving or rejecting the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Credentials or Ethics, must, of necessity be based upon 
the plain teachings of the code, and departures therefrom subject 
their recommendations or decisions to reversal, and the charge of 
irregularity, when carried to the American Medical Association. 
The Committee on Credentials was composed of three gentlemen 



of known integrity and professional honor — Drs. J. B. Hinkle, 
Geo. F. Cooper and W. A. Greene. This Committee had placed 
before it the qualifications of those claiming seats in the body ; 
the protest of the Fulton County Medical Society against the 
seating of members of the Association who were charged with vi- 
olating the code in seven particulars, by forming a Society known 
as the Atlanta Academy of Medicine, in which was embraced, 1st, 
expelled members from the Association ; 2d, members who had 
openly violated the code and the decisions of the Association, by 
affiliating with irregular practitioners, and by contracting to give 
professional services for a stipulated sum ; and 3d, as members, 
several gentlemen who had graduated in the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege, after the Association had, by positive enactment, declared it 
could not recognize them as " Doetors of Medicine." Other 
charges were made in the protest which it is not necessary, in this 
report, to mention, the above being sufficient to justify the issuing 
of yoisr protest against the admission to seats in the Association, 
of any person so charged, whether a permanent or a newly-made 
member. It is proper to remark that the Constitution of the At- 
lanta Academy of Medicine expressly declares that only graduates 
of Medical Colleges in good standing, and those rendering obe- 
dience to the ethics of the American Medical Association could 
become members of said Academy of Medicine — thus claiming the 
right, by receiving these gentlemen within its membership- to 
override the ethics upon which its constitution is professedly based ; 
to set at defiance the enactments of the Association and to assume 
to itself the power to declare that gentlemen pronouuced ineligi- 
ble to membership in the Association, and whom the profession 
could not recognize, were in good standing, and worthy of pro- 
fessional association. The committee also had placed before it the 
protest of Dr. Logan against the admission of the delegate of the 
Fulton County Medical Society — not upon ethical grounds, but 
because of, as he supposed, a want of sufficient memb3rship in the 
society to entitle it to representation in that Association. 

The Committee, after mature deliberation and patient investi- 
gation, unanimously reported, that every charge contained in the 
protest of your Society was " valid and in accordance with the ethics 
of the American Medical Association," being abundantly estab- 
lished by the pooof; while that of Dr. Logan was "not valid," 
— thus sustaining in toto the positions taken by your Society, and 
condemning that of Dr. Logan. When you consider, gentlemen, 
the high personal and professional character of the gentlemen 
composing the committee on credentials, who passed judgment up- 
on these protests, your Society has great reason to be proud of 
its vindication of professional law, and its advocacy of the prin- 
ciples upon which it is based. 






A motion was made to adopt the report of the Committee, when 
Dr. Logan, being himself one of the parties charged in^your pro- 
test, offered a resolution instructing the committee to ignore the 
protests — one of which he had offered — which resolution was 
adopted in the face of the remonstrance of your delegate as with- 
out precedent, unparliamentary, and in violation of the usage ot 
the Association. It is well to remind you, that we have reason to 
believe, and authority for saying, that the State of Georgia had 
been canvassed, both by letters and personal appeals, in order to 
gather for the occasion all the graduates and personal friends ot 
the Atlanta Medical College, for the purpose of having a control- 
ing majority in the Association. 

The committee stated that it could make no other report than 
the one already offered by it, unless specialty instructed, which 
special instruction was given, as already stated, by the Association, 
on motion of Dr. Logan. Thus you will perceive, gentlemen, that 
your protest, in violation of all usage and without precedent, was 
summarily ejected from the proper channel through which it ought 
to have reached the Association — the object being, no doubt, to 
control the Association by the gentlemen it would have silenced, 
or to throw it out of the body entirely. 

Your delegate was not thus disposed to submit to this effort to 
ignore your protest, but demanded his right to have the protest 
heard, even under the gag attemptedto.be placed upon it, averring 
that if refused a hearing the protest should go to the American 
Medical Association. This appeal to this high court at once 
wrought an instant change, and he was permitted to read it before 
the body. It is proper here to state that before this action was 
taken the rules had been suspended for the purpose of electing new 
members, when a number of the graduates of the Atlanta Medical 
College, (unknown to your delegate at the time) were admitted to 
membership, who were ineligible by reason of the action of the 
Association, rendering it impossible for the body to recognize them 
as "Doctors of Medicine." Your delegate, as soon as aware of 
the fact, handed a protest to the chairman of the credential com- 
mittee, which protest he stated he was not allowed to entertain, as 
the committee had been stripped of all power, and -had been in- 
structed not to act upon any protests whatever. This gentleman 
did, however, as a member, submit a point of order, against the 
right of these gentlemen to a vote on questions touching the Col- 
lege — which was, as a matter of course, overruled by Dr. Logan s 
tparty and the gentlemen themselves. Thus you will perceive that 
parties against whom grave charges were pending, and others in- 
eligible, took control of, and gave direction to, the entire business and 
proceedings of the body. In other words, the body in this manner 



passed into the hands of gentlemen unrelieved of charges against 
them, and others who were not eligible — certainly before the pass- 
age of Dr. Logan's preamble and resolution, thus constituting 
within themselves a court, judge and jury, to pass sentence upon 
their own acts — which were virtually admitted — while in face of 
the admission the whole matter, without investigation, was "turned 
out of court." This is, however, by way of anticipation, making 
it necessary to state that a motion had been overruled to submit 
the protest of your society to a committee for investigation. 

Dr. Logan, in behalf of himself and the Academy of Medicine, 
on the following morning, submitted his reply. This document 
was, without doubt, the best that could have been offered, being, 
as we have reason to believe, the product of a secret caucus. Your 
delegate would not screen himself or Society from the charges, if* 
true, contained in Dr. Logan's reply. It, therefore, becomes 
necessary to give it a hurried review in order to relieve himself 
and Society from them. This he will attempt to do in no captious 
spirit, but with the utmost fairness and truth. 

Before doing so, however, it is well to remark that notwith- 
standing Dr. Logan was the President of the Atlanta Academy of 
Medicine, and that there were not less than eight members of the 
Academy on the floor of the Association, yet that Society had no 
delegate or delegates asking representation. Why the Academy, 
while having members who were members of the Association, did 
not desire to be represented, may be explained by its constitution, 
which instrument, while ignoring the State Association, professed 
to hold its members amenable solely to the code of ethics of the 
American Medical Association. 

Again : An application for admission of delegates to representa- 
tion would have brought up the very questions presented in your 
protest — a paper which they were not aware would be presented — 
and this very fact shows conclusively that the Academy was not 
prepared to go before the profession until they could be set aside 
or thrown out of the Association. This neglect, to say the least, 
of demanding recognition .for the Academy, by the Association, 
argues a consciousness felt on their part of inability to succeed in 
such a demand, and an acknowledgement, in advance of any in- 
vestigation, that its organization was either defective or in conflict 
with the decisions of the Association. Both of these points were 
covered in your protest, It was defective because expelled mem- 
bers of the Association were its prime movers and originators ; it 
was in conflict with the Association because of this fact, and be- 
cause gentlemen who had been declared by the Association not to 
be "Doctors of Medicine" were admitted to membership in it. 

Again : Your delegate was informed by one of the friends of the 
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Academy, that their object in attending the Association was to ex- 
punge the previous action of the body, (as was done) or failing, to 
organize a new Association. The Academy was doubtless to be the 
nucleus, and in view of this, no doubt, it was thought best, in the- 
event of failure to carry their plans through the Association, not 
to complicate the question before the American Medical Associa- 
tion by having to fight an additional charge of seceding — hence no^ 
representation was asked for or desired, when the probabilities of 
seceding immediately therafter hung solely Jupon their ability to 
control the Association. 

Dr. Logan, while styling your Society a "so-called" one, yet pre- 
faced his remarks by disclaiming any intention, by that expres- 
sion, to cast reproach upon its members. Stripped of this, then, 
he simply meant that your Society was not a Society, because it 
did not have a constitutional membership to entitle it to representa- 
tion in the Association. In carrying out this purpose, however, 
he unfortunately ran counter to the decision of the committee on. 
credentials, who had considered his protest upon this very point, 
and had declared it "not valid." He had overlooked, too, the ac- 
tion of the body in instructing the committee, whose report after 
receiving instructions was not against the representation of your So- 
ciety in the body. And he singularly overlooked the action of the 
committee to whom was referred the "Constitution," who, in their 
report — which was adopted, making their recommendations legal — 
so changed the constitutional requirement as to admit your Society 
to representation beyond the shadow of a doubt. Besides, Dr. Lo- 
gan failed to produce the slightest proof, save his "ipse dixit" 
which he may suppose, however erroneously, equivalent thereto. 

A careful reading of Dr. Logan's answer to the various charges 
contained in your protest will convince the most obtuse that they 
are all, with one exception, admitted to be true — the only exception 
being the one in regard to the language of the editors of the- 
Atlanta Medical and Surgical Journal. 

He admits, as charged in your protest, t that the Atlanta Academy 
of Medicine had received within its membership — 

1st. Expelled members from the Association. 

2d. Two gentlemen who had violated the ethics. 

3d. A certain number of gentlemen who had graduated in the 
Atlanta Medical College since the Association had, by resolution, 
declared the graduates of that school could not be recognized by 
the Association. That each of these acts were done in full view, 
and a knowledge of, the facts. 

True, on each point Dr. Logan attempts an explanation to show 
that the members of the Academy had not, being members of the 
Association, violated the code. In this conclusion we Avill not call 



in question his honesty or veracity — or that of any member of the 
Academy. The case was, however, a very plain one. A number 
of medical gentlemen had introduced into the Association charges 
of ethical violation. Dr. Logan and the Academy assert that they 
have not violated, in a single point, the ethics. Who » was to de- 
cide the question ? Surely not the Fulton County Medical So- 
ciety or its representatives on the floor of the Association. Their 
duty ended when the charges were presented and entertained by 
the body. If, then, your Society could not decide authoritatively 
the questions at issue, by what right, of either professional or moral 
logic, could Dr. Logan, the President of the Academy, assume to 
judge his own case, and after so judging, render up a verdict of ac- 
quittal without even allowing the case to go before the court — i. 
e., before the Association ? Dr. Logan had already decided the 
case, months before, in Atlanta, when, in the face of the action of 
your Society, he, with the old faculty of the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege, organized the Academy of Medicine — indeed, it is "believed 
the organization of the Academy grew out of that action of your 
Society. If Dr. Logan could not decide his own case and acquit 
himself, there must have been another and a proper tribunal before 
which he, with his accusers, should have appeared. This tribunal 
was the entire body of professional gentlemen composing the Geor- 
gia Medical Association. This was never done. Dr. Logan and 
the Academy of Medicine have never been relieved, constitutionally 
and legitimately, of the charges contained in your protest. Dr. 
Logan may contend that the adoption of his preamble and resolu- 
tion relieves him and the Academy. So far from this being true, 
this very action itself not only fails to acquit him or the Academy, 
but to fasten the charge of unconstitutionality upon the entire 
proceedings, since a clear majority, by the record, can Le shown 
who were opposed to tabling Dr. Nottingham's substitute — that is, 
if the rule of the House of Representatives of the United States 
be admitted as authority in deciding questions of parliamentary 
usage, which rule prohibits parties laboring under charges, or in- 
terested directly therein, to, vote. This proposition requires no 
argument to establish it. A common sense view shows It at once, 
for universally the guilty clear themselves, when permitted to do 
so by their own votes. 

You will pardon this digression, as it seemed proper to make it 
in order to show the slender thread by which Dr. Logan hangs his 
hope of escape from the charges contained in your protest. 

The most remarkable (and arbitrary) feature in the proceedings 
of the Association was the introduction, by Dr. Logan, of his "pre- 
amble and resolution" immediately after the reading of his reply, 
which precipitous action had the effect of easting aside the charges, 
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cutting off debate upon them, and of declaring in this way a coup 
d'etat necessary as the only escape from the difficulties of the sit- 
uation. To have allowed a trial would have involvedjhimself and tie 
Academy in a dilemma. One charge at least — if not all — was ethi. 
cally true, beyond controversy. Without a rescinding resolution the 
Association could not go back upon its action so violently and pal- 
pably as to recognize the graduates of the Atlanta Med'cal College, 
who had been declared by it not to be "Doctors of Medicine," and 
therefore this would establish that the Academy had admitted gen- 
tlemen who were not "Doctors of Medicine," and have subjected 
it to the very charge made in your protest — that of irregularity. 
It was either to admit this, or by a coup d'etat throw the whole 
subject out of the body, without trial, and by reinstating the fac- 
ulty and College attempt to confer validity upon its graduates and 
diplomas. 

Upon this action' comment is unnecessary — it is one of those 
things that "speaks for itself." 

Failing, therefore, to successfully rebut the charges, he attempt- 
ed to cover his defeat by throwing aside the charges and by assail- 
ing the motives of the members of the Fulton County Medical So- 
ciety. The Fulton County Medical Society demanded a tria 7 , and 
neither your delegate nor, he opines, the old members of the A: - 
sociation, are willing to accept the ex parte statements of the Presi- 
dent of the Academy of Medicine as meeting the dignity of the 
occasion or the demands of a trial — to say nothing of the indeli- 
cacy of assuming for the Association, in his own person, to con- 
stitute solely within himself a court, judge and jury. In doing 
this, however, Dr. Logan, we have reason to believe, was simply 
carrying out the instructions of a "secret caucus," composed of 
expelled members, ineligible members, the law-breakers of his Ac- 
ademy, and a few others. 

At this point in the proceedings your representatives, upon con- 
sultation, determined not to take any further part in the delibera- 
tions of the Association. A caucus had, in advance, decided for 
the majority the course we saw was inevitable ; and as the motives 
of the members of your Society had 'been assailed, we thought 
silence on our part the surest method of showing the old members 
present our "animus," by contrast — which we are pleased to say 
was appreciated, and called forth] the remark that if there was 
any "animus" (a word used frequently by the caucus party,) it 
was all on the side of Dr. Logan and those who supported his 
measures. 

In this connection is presented the preamble and resolution of 
Dr. Logan : 
"Whereas, The controversy between the Faculty of the Atlanta 
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Medical College, the Atlanta Academy of Medicine, the Fulton 
County Medical Society, or members of the same^who are mem- 
bers of this body, or between said bodies or individuals and any 
other members of this Association, are of a personal character, and 
ought never to have been introduced into this body : 

Therefore resolved, That all action of this Association upon these 
controversies be rescinded, and be regarded no longer a part of the 
archives of this body." 

To say that all the old members were shocked at the summary 
disposition of the controversy contemplated by Dr. Logan's pream- 
ble and resolution is to truly state the fact. It was regarded as 
an outrage, and an effort on the part of Dr. Logan to do away 
with'the necessity of a suitable apology being made the Asso- 
ciation by the expelled members, and to stigmatize all who had 
participated in the previous meetings upon the subject. Feeling 
this, no doubt,to be great injustice to the old members of the Asso- 
ciation, who had honored it in the past, Dr. Nottingham offered 
the following substitute to Dr. Logan's resolution, which was laid 
upon the table : 

"Resolved, That all matters involved in the protest of the Fulton 
County Medical Society and the answer of Dr. Logan thereto, be 
referred to a committee of five, consisting of the Committee on 
Credentials and two other members to be appointed by the chair, 
and that the committee be requested to report at the earliest pos- 
sible moment." 

This substitute was earnestly advocated by Drs. Nottingham, 
Cooper, Thomas, Charters and Campbell— the latter vacating the 
Chair to do so. Dr. Logan and his party were appealed to. All 
the speakers assured them that in their opinion, should the pre- 
amble and resolution of Dr. Logan be adopted, it would, of ne- 
cessity, introduce a fire-brand which would inevitably terminate in 
a disruption of the Association. These appeals, affectionately and 
earnestly made, availed nothing. The object of Dr. Logan and 
his party was either to triumph over right, and rule, or failing, to 
destroy, the Association. This we assert from the positive decla- 
ration made by one — the. most eminent and distinguished— of his 
party that, if Dr. Nottingham's resolution had prevailed, it had 
been determined upon by his party to secede and organize a sep- 
arate and distinct Association. 

Dr. J. B. Hinkle, a conservative gentleman, having nothing but 
the good of the profession at heart, and with the laudable motive 
of protecting the Association on a point in which it had taken pos- 
itive action, raised the point of order that the graduates of the 
Atlanta Medical College, who had graduated since the action of 
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the Association had declared it could not recognize them as Doc- 
tors of Medicine, and who had been unconstitutionally admitted 
to membership, could not vote on Dr. Logan's preamble and res- 
olution. This point of order was overruled by the clamors of the 
party, under the leadership of Dr. Logan. 

Dr. C. L. Redwine, a member of the Board of Trustees of the 
Atlanta Medical College, and who has, since 1866, protested, with 
other members of the Board, against the graduation of the stu- 
dents of the College, also raised the point of order that no member 
of the Atlanta Academy of Medicine could vote on Dr. Logan's 
preamble and resolution while they were laboring under charges 
of violating the law, and the action of the Association, as set forth 
in the protest of the Fulton County Medical Society, which point 
of order was summarily ruled out by calling for the previous 
question on Dr. Logan's preamble and resolution. The yeas and 
nays were called, and by the majority secured in the manner al- 
ready mentioned, Dr. Logan's preamble and resolution was adopted. 

After this action, the following protest was made, and ordered 
to be spread upon the minutes of the Association : 

PROTEST. 

The undersigned, members of the Georgia Medical Association, 
respectfully but most earnestly protest against the course pursued 
by the majority of that body in its present meeting, in regard to 
the action of the last three meetings of the Association on the 
status of the Medical College of Atlanta and its former faculty, 
and upon other incidental matters of complaint growing out of 
this action. In refusing to refer the whole subject of difference to 
a committee, as proposed by Dr. Nottingham's resolution, and in 
passing Dr. Logan's resolution summarily rescinding the action of 
three successive meetings — that in Augusta, in 1868 ; in Savan- 
nah in 1869 ; and in Macon in 1870 — we think great injustice 
was done to the members present at these meetings, while an op- 
portunity for making a conciliatory and satisfactory settlement of 
the vexatious questions involved was lost. By the same action, as 
we believe, a precedent has been established which will render it 
impossible for the Association to give a permanent character to 
any important measures upon which there may exist any difference 
of opinion. 

J. G. THOMAS, M. D. G. J. KOLLOCK, M. D. 

W. M. CHARTERS, M. D. ROBERT P. MYERS, M. D. 
V. G. HITT, M. D. T. 0. POWELL, M. D. 

T. S. POWELL, M. D. W. T. GOLDSMITH, M. D. 

E F. KttOTT, M. D. C. B. NOTTINGHAM, M. D. 

G. F. COOPER, M. D. W. A. GREENE, M. D." 
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Your delegate having done all in his power in bringing, your 
protest before the body, according to your instructions, and seeing 
the Association controlled — 1st, by parties unrelieved of grave 
ethical violations ; 2d, by ineligible members ; and 3d, by mem- 
bers of the old Faculty, aided by members of the new, in caucus 
meetings ; and hopeless of the future of a body so manipulated 
and controlled, withdrew, with the reputation of your Society 
untarnished, and the principles you advocate unshaken and untouch- 
ed. 

W. T. GOLDSMITH, M. D., 
Delegate of the Fulton Co. Medical Society. 

On motion of Dr. E. J. Roach, the Report of Dr. W. T. Gold- 
smith made to this Society in regard to the late action of the 
Georgia Medical Association was referred to a committee of three, 
to take into consideration that report, and to report to the Society 
what action should be taken by the Society in reference to the 
late meeting of said Association. 

The President then appointed on that committee Drs. Roach, 
Knott and Asher, who, after deliberation, made the follow- 
ing report : 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE: 

Your Committee having carefully examined the report made 
by Dr. W. T. Goldsmith, delegate of the Fulton County Medical 
Society to the Georgia Medical Association, take great pleasure 
in saying it is the unanimous opinion of your Committee that the 
course taken by Dr. Goldsmith, as well as that of Dr. Powell, in 
protesting against the unconstitutional proceedings of the late 
meeting of the Georgia Medical Association, should meet with the 
hearty and entire approbation of this Society, being the only re- 
course left them of protecting the honor of the Society and that 
of the members of the Association who had aided in its delibera- 
tion since 1868. After due reflection, with the view of arriving 
at the facts, it is the unanimous opinion of your Committee, that 
while the late session of the Association was opened in due form, 
and was regular, yet its subsequent ruling and action stamps its 
proceedings as unconstitutional, and that therefore its action 
should not be regarded as binding upo»n the profession, but null 
and void. It will be seen by the report of your delegate : 

1st. That parties against whom grave, and serious violations of 
medical law were pending, in face of the protest of this Soci- 
ety, were the leading spirits of the Association ; controlling its 
action, themselves dismissing the charges; refusing to have a com- 
mittee appointed to take into consideration the charges preferred, 
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or to come to trial and voting without shame or sense of common 
delicacy of feeling, on questions in which their characters as pro- 
fessional gentlemen were directly involved. 

2d. Thiit by this party a number of the graduates of the At- 
lanta Medical College were admitted to membership in the Asso- 
ciation, prior to the adoption of the Logan preamble and resolu- 
tion, in defiance of the action of the Association, which, by reso- 
lutions passed in Augusta in 1868. and in Savannah, in 1869, had 
declared such graduates to be ineligible to membership in the As- 
sociation. 

3d. That by a majority thus secured — of parties charged with 
ethical violations, and graduates of a College which had been declar- 
ed irregular, and that its graduates could not be recognized — the 
Georgia Medical Association summarily rescinded the past action 
of that body, the resolution being introduced by a gentleman 
against whom charges were resting, and voted through by a ma- 
jority thus illegally controlling the Association. 

4th. That by this party the three preceding meetings of the 
Association were declared to be "rescinded," which action was 
brought about, as already stated, by a majority unconstitutionally 
secured, and against the earnest appeals of the old members of 
the Association then present. 

5th. That by this party unconstitutionally usurping the powers 
and prerogatives of the Georgia Medical Association, certain par- 
ties under the censure* of expulsion from the body for moral and 
unprofessional violations of medical law, were reinstated without 
apology or recantation of their insults to the Association, and 
without repudiating all that had been done by them as required by 
the Association, at its meeting in Savannah in 1869. 

6th. That by this party the passage of Dr. Logan's preamble 
and resolution was intended (its languige justifying the opinion) to 
stamp with infamy all those who, in the sessions of the Astocie- 
tion held in 1868, 1869 and 1870, aided in its deliberations, as 
well as preferring a charge, that all that had been done was the 
result of matters of "personal feeling" and therefore, not of 
principle : thus charging the members of the Association with co- 
operating with individuals to persecute innocent parties, which, if 
this charge be proven to be true, had never violated medical law 
or ethics. At this point your committee desire to say, that while 
certain parties may not have been personally friendly, and ad- 
vantage is sought to be taken of this fact, under which to shelter 
all the insults and ethical violations of the old Faculty of the At- 
lanta Medical College, and by this ruse to charge upon individu- 
als and the Association, which, according to this theory was ma- 
nipulated by them, a petty warfare of a "personal character," 
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when all the facts prove that the action of the Association was 
done, not in haste, bat after mature and serious deliberation, noth- 
ing of a " personal character" having ever been presented by any 
member of this Society or by any one else, until done so by Dr. 
Logan, in the meeting at Americus. On the contrary your com- 
mittee are proudly conscious of the fact that while not pursuing 
any man or set of men because of personal differences, all the 
positions ever taken by this Society from its origin, which was 
caused by the admission of non-graduates in the old Atlanta Med- 
ical Society, in 1866, down to the meeting of the Association in 
1870, have been fully and completely vindicated and sustained by 
almost the unanimous voice of each annual session of the Associa- 
tion, by the old Board of Trustees of the Atlanta Medical College 
and the Legislature of the State: therefore be it 

Resolved, That as it is evident that the late meeting of the 
Georgia Medical Association was controlled by parties against 
whom charges had been preferred, and from which charge* they 
had not been acquitted ; also, by parties who had been unconstitu- 
tionally admitted to membership, and therefore not entitled to as- 
sist in its deliberations, that we* the Fulton County Medical Society, 
feel it a duty we owe to the ofa members of that Association — a 
duty we owe in sustaining the previous action of this Society, 
which was based upon that of the State and National Associations, 
and one we owe to the profession at large, to maintain its dignity 
and uphold the purity of its laws, to declare that the late action 
of said Association should be regarded as null and void. 

Resolved, That as the action taken by the late meeting at 
Americus should be declared null and void, we hold that the previ- 
ous action of the Georgia Medical Association, in 1868, '69 and 
'70, in reference to the Atlanta Medical College, its faculty, stu- 
dents and graduates, is still in force. 

Resolved, That the reply of Dr. J. P. Logan to the protest of 
the Fulton County Medical Society, while admitting the truth of 
all the charges therein contained, abounds in gross misrepresenta- 
tion of facts and slanderous assertions, against the members of the 
Fulton County Medical Society. ^ 

Resolved, That while the statement made by Dr. Logan, in his 
preamble to his rescinding resolution, is doubtless true in regard 
to some of the members of the Atlanta Academy of Medicine and 
the faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, that the whole diffi- 
culty arose from matters of a personal character, independent of 
ethical violations on their part, yet his assertion that the contro- 
versy between said Academy of Medicine, the faculty of the Medi- 
cal College and any members of the same, on the one hand, and 
that of the Fulton County Medical Society, or any member of it. 
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or "any other members of this Association," on the other, "are of 
a personal character" so far as this Society or any members of the 
Association is concerned, is false, and was doubtless intended to 
stigmatize the members of this Society, and every member of the 
Association who had participated in said controversy, in the meet- 
ings of the Association in Augusta, m 1868, in Savannah, in 
1869, and in Macon, in 1870. 

Resolved, That however much we &ave and do regret the causes 
which resulted in the expulsion of a portion of the old faculty of 
the Atlanta Medical College from the Georgia Medical Associa- 
tion, at its annual meeting held in Macon, 1870, yet we think that 
action justifiable, and was the only means left the Association to 
maintain its self respect. 

Resolved, That the Fulton County Medical Society has with 
pleasure seen the high and honorable positions taken in the late ac- 
tions of the Georgia Medical Society of Savannah, and the Medical 
Association of Macon, condemnatory of the unconstitutional 
action of the late meeting of the Georgia Medical Association held 
at Americus, Ga.; and that we fully endorse the action of those old 
and distinguished Medical Societies, save alone in the case of Dr. 
Miller, who we feel bound, injustice both to truth and to our medical 
friends of Savannah and Macon, to say, should not have been ex- 
onorated by them from the charge of complicity with this contro- 
versy, and in signing the memorial, for the following reasons : 

1st. That his complicity with this controversy dated prior to 
any action taken by the faculty of the Atlanta Medical College to 
act under the amendment, in his efforts, as we are informed to 
secure a chair in the institution, and, as he stated, as a "stepping 
stone to political preferment." 

2d. That Dr. Miller accepted a chair in the College after the 
Trustees had rejected the amendment and declared that the faculty 
had no power either to vacate or fill the chairs in the institution. 

3d. That he united with the faculty in opposition to the old 
Board of Trustees, in sustaining the amendment ; was the special 
advocate of the faculty before the Judiciary Committee, to whom 
was referred the bill of the Trustees praying the Legislature to re- 
peal the amendment ; and his personal friends, in the Legislature 
being, by his influence, the champions of the amendment in the 
efforts made by the faculty to prevent its repeal and in establish- 
ing the charges made in the memorial against the "meeting of 
physicians" held in Augusta. 

4th. That one month after the session of the Georgia Medical 
Association, held in Augusta, in 1868, at which time the Atlanta 
Medical College and its students were repudiated by the Associa- 
tion, Dr. Miller represented the Atlanta Medical College in the 
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American Medical Association, as one of its irregularly elected pro- 
fessors, and in that meeting charges were preferred against the 
Atlanta Medical College similar to those which had been preferred 
in the Georgia Medical Association at Augusta, which charges Dr. 
Miller characterized as "false," which have, by a special commit- 
tee of ethics of the American Medical Association, been since de- 
clared to have been "true." 

5th. That soon after the memorial appeared in print, one of the 
agrieved parties assailed in it, by letter, requested Dr. Miller to 
state whether or not he had signed said memorial, to which letter 
he has never yet responded, thus, by his silence, virtually admit- 
ting that he had signed or authorized the signing of his name to it. 

6th. That Dr. Miller actually admitted that he was one of the 
signers of the memorial in the apology forwarded the Association 
at Savannah by the faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, which 
was done "by order of the faculty," of which he was a member, 
therein it is stated that "this faculty disavow any purpose to re- 
flect upon" the Association, thereby admitting he had something 
in common with "this faculty" to disavow "in the memorial," 
which apology is stated to have been "unanimously adopted" by 
"this faculty." 

7th. That in the apology offered to the Trustees of the College 
for the offensive language used in the memorial against the Georgia 
Medical Association, Dr. Miller, the reputed author of that letter, 
and the representative of the faculty before the Board of Trustees, 
uses the following language : "That none of the statements made 
or opinions expressed therein (meaning the memorial) were intended 
to apply to the Georgia Medical Association, but to persons whom 
they believed to be enemies of the College, seeking its overthrow 
and desirous of using the prestige of the Association for the ac- 
complishment of their purpose." "So far as the language of the 
memorial refers to individuals, (which, in the language of the me- 
morial they state, "was a meeting of physicians assuming to repre- 
sent the medical profession of the State, and that such annual 
meeting was made up, almost entirely, of the Dr. Powell clique, of 
the city of Atlanta, and of members of rival schools, and that the 
whole affair (Association meeting) was gotten up and con- 
summated for the purpose of injuring the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege,") the late faculty having ceased to exist as an organization, 
can only respond as private persons to the parties agrieved" — 
which letter was signed by Dr. Jesse Boring, Dean, "by order of 
the faculty," of which faculty Dr. Miller was a member. This 
letter, so far from exonorating Dr. Miller, shows his renewed com- 
plicity with the memorial, and a reiteration of the charges made in 
the memorial against the "whole affair, (Association meet- 
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ing") which "was gotten up ard consummated" by "members of 
rival schools ' and others, to injure the Atlanta Medical College. 

8th. That Dr. Miller, for three years, if he did not sign the 
memorial, had the opportunity to publicly disavow his having sign- 
ed it; he went to the meeting at Arnericu't, where before the As- 
sociation (the proper time and place ) he could hive done so, but 
the facts show that he refused to mention his connection with it, 
which he at last did, privately, after the opprobrium of the act 
(as he may suppose), was removed by the Logan preamble and 
resolution, which course he chose to take, at the earnest solicita- 
tion of the author of the "celebrated amendment." 

With this array of facts the committee recommend the passage 
of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Fulton County Medical Society present these 
facts to the consideration of the Georgia Medical Society, and the 
Macon Medical Association, knowing full well thit the just and 
honorable motives by which they were actuated in exonorating Dr. 
Miller, will cause them to review the grounds upon which it was 
made, that truth and justice to every ra mber of the Association 
concerned in the expulsion of Dr. Miller, may prevail, to the iu- 
jury of no one connected therewith. 

Resolved, That the Fulton County Medical Society having been 
founded upon the highest principles of medic. il eihics; and having 
no other aim than the preservation of these principles (challenging 
any of its opponents to point out one single departure therefrom), 
that a special committee he appointed to give a full and complete 
history of the whole controversy between the Atlanta Medical 
College and its old Board of Trustees and the Fulton County 
Medical Society to the time of its introduction into the Georgia 
Medical Association, at its meeting held at Augusta, in 1868. 

All of which we, the Committee, respectfully submit for the 
consideration of the Society. 

E. J. ROACH, M. D., 
J. J. KNOTT, M. D. 
VV. C. ASHER, M. D. 

On motion, the report of the Committee was unanimously adopt- 
ed and ordered to be published. 

REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE : 

" Whereas, the Report, of the Georgia Medical Society of Sa- 
vannah to that body, with its action in relation to the proceedings 
of the 'Georgia Medical Association, lately held in the city of 
Americus, furnishes a true hi&tory of the controversy between the 
Atlanta Medical College and the Georgia Medical Association 
from the time said controversy was first introduced into the As- 
eoeiation at its meeting held in Augusta, 1868: 

And whereas, a full history of the troubles, which grew out of 
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the irregular conduct of a portion of the Faculty of the Atlinta 
Medical College, and their controversy with the old B >ard of 
Trustees of said College, is indispensable to a proper understand- 
ing of said irregular conduct of the fcaculry, and their controversy 
wiih the Board of Trustees : 

Therefore be it resolved, That a special committee of 
the Fulton County Medical Society be instructed by this body to 
prepare and publish the facts in relation to said troubles, from 
thtir beginning, as contained in the records of the Board of Trus- 
tees, and derived from other authentic sources, and to the manner 
in which said controversy was referred by the Fulton Co. Medical 
Society to the Georgia Medical Association." 

The special committee, in pursuance of the foregoing resolution 
of the Fulton County Medical Society, hereby submit the follow- 
ing report : 

In 1854, a charter of ijicorporation was granted by the Legisla- 
ture, authorizing certain persons therein named, " to establish & 
Medical College in the city of Atlanta, on such principles and 
with such Professors, as may, in their judgment, be best calculated 
to perpetuate the same, and to promote the improvement of its pu- 
pils in the several branches of the science of medicine, with power 
to appoint the time for the commencement and closing lecture* 
each year ; to keep a book of record for registering all the diplo- 
mas granted by them, and pass all the by-laws, rules and regula- 
tions as m;iy be necessary to carry into effect the object of their 
Association." 

Under this act' the Board of Trustees was organized and pro- 
fessors elected by it to fill the various chairs. During the first 
year, a number of the Professors having resigned, the Chairs thus 
vacated were filled by the Board. By the joint agency of the Trus- 
tees and Faculty, the College building was erected, during the 
years 1855 and 1856. To accomplish this work, money was bor- 
rowed which the Faculty agreed to pay, protecting themselves br 
the security of a mortgage on the property. A portion of thi$ 
debt was paid each year by the Dean of the Faculty, who retained 
in his hands a quota of the fees of each member for that purpose. 
In 1856, it was determined by the Faculty that one of the member* 
if possible, should be secured a seat in the Legislature, in order 
to obtain from the State an appropriation to the College. Accord- 
ingly, Dr. J. G. Westmoreland was put in nomination and elected. 
His services proved ineffectual in securing the appropriation for 
which application was made to the Legislature. In 1857, Dr. Jess* 

t Boring, one of the Faculty, resigned his professorship, and Dr. X. 

' S. Powell, then residing in Sparta, Hancock county, was elected 
by the Board of Trustees to fill the vacancy. The Legislature 
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Convened very soon after his election, and he was written to, by 
One of the Faculty, to attend its session, and lend his services 
towards securing an appropriation for the College. He did so, and 
the sum of $15,000 was appropriated from the State Treasury for 
its use and benefit. This sum enabled the Board to discharge the 
debt incurred for the College building, and also what was owing 
the members of the Faculty. Upon this being done, the Profes- 
sors surrendered all claim to the College building, apparatus, etc., 
which then passed into the hands of the Trustees for the purposes 
feet forth in the charter. During this time, the College had been 
In operation with favorable prospects of success. 

In 1858, the Legislature adopted the following amendment to 
the original charter of the College, to wit : " The Professors and 
Trustees shall constitute a Board, who are hereby authorfeed and 
empowered to confer the degree of Doctor of Medicine upon such 
applicants, in such manner, and at such rimes, and under such cir- 
cumstances, as may to the Professors seem fit and proper ; and 
the said Professors shall have power to change the chair of, re- 
move, or fill the vacancy by the resignation, or otherwise, of every 
member of their Faculty." 

The section of the original charter which the foregoing amend- 
ment was intended to apply, reads as follows : 

" Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid : That the 
Trustees, together with the regular Professors, shall constitute a 
Board who are hereby authorized and empowered to confer the de- 
gree of Doctor of Medicine upon such applicants, in such manner 
and at such times and under such circumstances, as may to the 
Board seem meet and proper ; provided the applicants shall have 
attended two full courses of lectures in said College, and one in 
some other respectable Medical College or University." 

Your Committee, for the present, pass by, without notice or 
comment, the proceedings of the Faculty of the College, which 
Occurred between the date of the passage of the above mentioned 
amendmens, 14th February, 1858, and the first regular meeting of 
the Board of Trustees, which afterwards took place Sept. 26th, 
1866. At this meeting, the Board, by resolution, rejected said 
amendment, on the ground that " it was procured to be passed," 
u without the knowledge or consent of the corporation." (See 
appendix A.) 

At the next meeting of the Board of Trustees, 29th October, 
1866, a resolution was adopted directing the Secretary of the 
Board to furnish the Chairman of the Faculty with a copy of the 
resolution of the former, rejecting the amendment to their char-, 
ter, and also requesting the Faculty to inform the Trustees what 
Chairs, if any, in the College, were vacant, and to give them any 
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other information in their possession, touching the interests and 
prosperity of the Institution. To the communication, which the 
Secretary of the Board addressed to the Faculty in pursuance of 
the above resolution, Dr. A. Means replied unofficially on the 3c| 
October, 1866, stating, in substance, that since the receipt of tha| 
communication he had not had an opportunity to submit the mat- 
ters therein contained to a meeting of the Faculty ; that he wa| 
not in Atlanta when the Faculty, as he supposed they did, mad^ 
application to the Legislature to amend the charter, but was sooa 
afterwards informed of its action ; that he had not noticed, or if 
he had, he had forgotten it, that, in the original charter of the 
College the privilege of filling vacancies in their body was with- 
held from the corps of instruction ; that he was more liable to 
misapprehension on this subject, from a knowledge of the fact* 
that in most medical colleges vacancies were filled by the acting 
professors, citing the Augusta Medical College as an example; 
that so far as his individual -opinion, however, was concerned, he 
would cheerfully yield that prerogative to the Board of Trustees j 
that having ascertained, however, that the amendment had been 
deemed necessary, and had passed the Legislature, he readily 
yielded a conformity to it. 

In answer to the inquiry of the Board whether there were any 
and what vacancies in the chairs in the College, he stated that- 
acting under the amendment to the charter, the faculty had filleq 
two vacancies, and elected an eighth member, to fill the chair of 
Pathological Anatomy, which had before remained unoccupied: 
that it was for the Board of Trustees to decide, in view of all the 
facts, whether u their recent action should be retracted in its ap- 
plication, and that if they should so determine," there would be 
vacancies to fiH ; that but for the delicacy of the position, in 
which the faculty had been placed by appointing gentlemen to fill 
the vacancies, he believed that every original member of the 
faculty would have no hesitation in adopting the decision and con- 
forming to the wishes of the Board "as to the privilege and right 
claimed of exercising the appointing power." In conclusion, Dr. 
Menus deprecated in strong terms the occurrence of anything that 
might disturb the harmony which should exist between trustees 
and faculty, and between the several members of the faculty them- 
selves, as being likely to affect seriously the prosperity of the Col- 
lege. Your committee have thus given a condensed statement of 
the material points of Dr. Means' communicaiion, the leng'-h of 
which deters us from furnishing a full transcript. From the re- 
corded minutes of the Board, it does not appear that any action 
was taken by it in relation to this communication of Dr. Means, 
and for the reason, your committee suppose, that it was an unofficial 
document. 
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At a meeting of the faculty, held on the 6th of November en- 
•uing, they adopted certain proceedings which they directed their 
iG'.inn Secretary, Dr. D. C. O'Keefe, to communicate to the Board 
ot Tiustees through its President. These proceedings aresetfor'h 
in the fo>m of a letter from Dr. A. Means, President of the 
Faculty, addressed to Dr. Joseph Thompson, President of the 
Board of Tru-tees. It purports to give a summary of the proceed- 
ings of the faculty, from the time when that body assembled im- 
mediately after the w»r, to the date of the communication. The 
most important part of these proceedings relate to the action taken 
by the faculty in electing professors to fill vacancies which hid 
been caused by the resignation of several of its members, and the 
resolutions, first, inviting Dr. Powell to resign, and, afterwards, 
declaring his chair vacant, and filling it by the election of Dr. II. 
V. M. Mi l<r. Thi-* communication states that Dr. Eben Hillver, 
Dr. D. C. O'Keefe, and Dr. S. H. Stout had been selected to fill 
the vacancies, and that Dr. J. P. Loiran had been transferred froiri 
the chair of Physiology to that of Practice of Medicine. It 
sets for'h that it was impossible for the facuhy to confer offi- 
cially with the Board of Tiustees, from the fact that a quorum of 
the hitter could nor be then assembled in the city; but that in a 
conference held with some of the members of the Board, they gave 
assurance that "what the faculty had d<>ne or wjuld do, would be 
acceptable to the Board when organized." It sets forth, also, a 
copy of the oflici il notice of their election, which was given by the 
faculty to the new incumbents. This notice states that a quorum 
of the Board of Trustees eould not meet for several weeks, but as- 
surances had been given by a sufficient number of the trustees that 
the electi< ns would he ratified as soon as a quorum could be had. 

.According to the statements contained in this 'communication, 
the action taken by the faculty in Dr. Powell's case was on account 
of his course "'in the prosecution of rhe enterprise he calls the 
Ladies' Home," which, it is alleged, met with the disapprobation 
of his colleagues, and the profession of the State generally ; and 
that the interests of the college were likely to suffer from said course. 
In this communication the f .culty make a general allusion to un- 
professional conduct on the part of Dr. Powell, in other respects 
tut their invitation to. him to resign his chair, and their subsequent 
action in filling it by Dr. Miller, are placed distinctly upon the 
ground that his course in relation to the enterprise called the La- 
dies' Home, would likely prove detrimental to the College because 
the profession abroad were being unfavorably impressed in rela- 
tion thereto. Why the faculty, or the profession abrond disap- 
proved of the "Ladies' Home," or what they disapproved of in 
Dr. Powell's course in relation to that "enterprise, this communica- 
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tion does not even intimate. No specific charge against hiin m 
made, nor is any evidence of professional misconduct on his patt 
adduced. It is not stated that he even had the opportunity of 
making his defence before the faculty. He was deposed from the 
place in the faculty to which he was appointed by the Board of 
Trustees, without charges being preferred agiin-t him, without ad- 
ducing proof of misconduct, and without even an opportunity of 
being heajd in his defence. 

For a more particular knowledge of the contents of this paper, 
your committee refer to Appendix B. 

At a meeting of the Board of Trustees, held on the 14 h No- 
vember, I860, (see Appendix C.) a resolution was adopted declar- 
ing that in the communication which they had received from the 
facultv they recognized us professors only Dr. Means, Thomas S. 
Powell, J. G. Westmoreland, and W. F. Westmoreland, thus re- 
pudiating the claim by the faculty of the authority to fill vacancies 
in their body. At this meeting a resolution was also adopted re- 
questing the members of the Legislature (that body being then in 
session) from Fulton county, to have the amendment to the charter 
of the College, hereinbefore mentioned, repealed. (See Appen- 
dix C.) 

A third resolution was also adopted at this meeting, declaring, 
in substance, that unless the difficulties which existed in the faculty 
were settled before the next meeting of the Board, or if said d.ffi- 
culties were irreconcilable, specifications must be presented to the 
Board to justify action, which had not been done, though charges 
had been made against individual members, and that if the diffi- 
culties were not settled, or the required specifications presented, 
the members of the faculty be requested to resign their several 
chairs. (See Appendix D ) 

At a meeting of the faculty held the 20th November, 1866, a 
resolution was adopted, wlreh was communicated to the Board 
under cover of a note from the Secretary of the faculty, dated 21st 
November, 1866, declaring that they felt constrained "to decline 
the rcognition of the conclusions" which the Board had adopted in 
refusing to recognise as professors the gentlemen who had beea 
appointed by them to fill the vacant chairs. (See Appendix .) 

On the 22d November, 1866, Dr. Thomas S. Powell addressed 
a rK'te to the Board of Trustees, in answer to their communication 
informing him of the action of the Board, at the meeting held on 
the 14th November, 1866, in which he stated that he did not know 
what the facultv proposed to do, but that he was at the disposal of 
the Board, as they might think best for the interest and honor of 
the institution. (See Appendix E.) 

At a meeting of the Board of Trustees, held on the 27th No- 
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Member, 1866, their action requesting the members of the faculty 
to resign their respective chairs upon the contingencies mentioned, 
was reconsidered. Resolutions were also adopted directing the 
withdrawing the bill which had been introduced in the Legislature 
to repeal the amendment to the charter of the College, passed in 
1858, and appointing a committee of the Board to reconcile, if 
possible, the existing difficulties between the members of the faculty 
proper. (See Appendix F.) 

At a meeting of the Board of Trustees, held on the 14th Decem- 
ber, 1866, the committee appointed at a previous meeting to recon- 
cile the difficulties between members of the faculty, reported that 
after making the effort they had failed to accomplish anything. 

The Board also took action on the case of Dr. T. S. Powell, who 
had been invited, as has been hereinbefore shown, by the faculty 
to resign his professorship in the College, and which, upon his de- 
clining to resign, had been filled by appointment of the faculty. 

The preamble and resolution adopted by the Board declared in 
substance that Dr. Powell having appealed to the Board for pro- 
tection against the action of the faculty, the Board had called 
upon the faculty to make their charges and specifications against 
him, and produce proof to sustain them, which they had failed to 
do ; that knowing nothing, by report or otherwise, "derogatory to 
his character, standing or ability, as gentleman, scholar or pro- 
fessor," they took "pleasure in adding their testimony in behalf 
of his integrity, ability and efficiency, and earnestly requested that 
he should maintain his position in the College." 

'At the same meeting a resolution was also adopted to fill the 
vacancies existing in the faculty according to the views entertained 
by the Board in relation to the amendment to the charter of the 
College, passed in 1858, and which views had already been an- 
nounced by their previous action. The resolution declared that 
there were four vacancies in the faculty, that an election be held 
to fill said vacancies on the second Monday in January thereafter, 
and that notice to that effect be published in one of the city papers. 
(See Appendix O.) 

The publication of the notice of election, as directed by the 
resolution above referred to, caused the faculty to institute pro- 
ceedings in the courts to prevent said election being held. They 
filed their bill on the 25<h December, 1866, praying that the Board 
of Trustees might be enjoined from holding said election. 

The bill and answer in this case presents the points in dispute 
between the two parties litigant, and throws much light upon the 
history of this unfortunate controversy. Your committee, there- 
fore, beg leave to submit, in as condensed a f>rm as may be prac- 
ticable, the questions raised by the charges contained in the bill 
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and the answer of the defendants. Having done this, your^ 
mittee will proceed to give their views upon the matters pi 
iswue, as well as upon the facts which they have hereinbefore' 
forth. 

The bill, after stating the fact that the Legislature of the State 
of Georgia, by an act passed 14th February, 1854, constituted 
Jared I. Whitaker and others, and their associates and successors 
in office, a body politic and corporate, under the name and style of 
the "Trustees of the Atlanta Medical College," recites that, by 
the third section of said act the power was conferred upon said 
Board of Trustees u to establish a Medic il College on such princi- 
ples, under such rules and regulations, and with such professors as 
may in their judgment be best calculated to perpetuate the same." 
The bill then proceeds to charge — 

1st. That nothing is contained in said act concerning the power 
of filling vacancies, or removing from office, or changing chairs of 
professors in the faculty ; that on the contrary, after the first corps 
of professors have been organized by the Trustees, the duty of 
perpetuating the College would seem to have devolved upon said 
professors. 

2d. That there being no express provisions in the act of incor- 
poration ''for the removal from office of any member of the faculty, 
or filling vacancies, or assigning the duties of the different pro- 
fessors," to cure "this manifest defect in said act, the Legislature, 
by act approved December 1st, 1858, amended the charter of the 
College, in and by which amended act it is provided, amongst 
other things, that "the said professors shall have power to change 
the chair of, remove or fill the vacancy caused by the resignation 
or otherwise, of any member of the faculty." 

3d. That when said amendment was passed by the Legislature, 
Jared I. Whitaker, one of the Board of Trustees, was a member 
of the Senate, and John G. Westmoreland, one of the parties com- 
plainant in said bill, and one of the faculty of said College, was a 
member of the House of Representatives ; that said amended bill 
was introduced by the said John G. Westmoreland in the House, 
and afrer passing that body, was 1 ft to the management of the 
said Jared I. Whitaker in the Senate, the said Westmoreland in- 
forming the said Whitaker of its character, and that said amend- 
ment passed without objection being made by the said Whitaker. 

4th. That under the original charter the Trustees proceeded to 
organize the faculty of the College, under whom it went into opera- 
tion ; that, they continued to exercise their functions until some 
time in 1858, but made no by-law, rule or regulation, so far as 
complainants have any knowledge, in conflict with the terms of the 
amendment which was afterwards adopted ; that prior to the pass- 
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the amendment tne Trus'ees ceased to hold meetings, and 
its passage, left the entire mmag^ment of the College to the 
'oTessors, and did not meet again until the 25th September, 1866, 
^vhen they proceeded to fill the vacancies in their Board which had 
been caused by death and removal. 

5th. That aYter said amendment was adopted, the Faculty acted 
under it in the exercise of their functions, in graduating classes, 
changing the chairs of professors, and filling the vacancies which 
had occurred, all of which was known to the Trustees, and who 
made no objection or opposition to the acts' of the Faculty in the 
premises, till somt'time in 1863, more than seven years after the 
amendment had been adopted; that the Board of Trustees had 
notice of said amendment, and not only acquiesced in the acts of 
the Faculty under it, but as often as inquired of in relation there- 
to, expressly signified thei.- approval of the same; that no objec- 
tion was made to the action of the Faculty in filling said vacan- 
cies, or in any other respect, until the vacancies in the Board of 
Trustees had been filled by the election of Dennis F. Hammond, 
C. L. Redwine, J. 0. McDaniel and J. M. Simmons; and that "of 
the nine members of the Board of Trustees, as it was constituted 
at the time of the passage of said amendment, John Collier and 
William Ezzard are the only two members who object to the 
amendment and to the action of the Faculty under it, and even 
their objections come after eight years' acquiescence; that "this 
long-continufd acquiescence cannot, at this late day, be be distui b- 
ed by the election of new members who may happen to differ from 
their older colleagues. (See statement in appendix.) 

6th. The bill also charges, that after the Faculty had taken 
action in the case of Dr. Powell, and made choice of a successor, 
steps were taken to reorganize the Board of Trustees, by the 
election of Dennis F. Hammond, C. L. Redwine, J 0. McDaniel, 
and J. M. Simmons, to fill the vacancies then existing in the 
Board. 

7th. The bill also states that in the year 1857, the sum of fif- 
teen thousand dollars was appropriated by the Legislature out of 
the Treasury of the State, for the benefit of the College, *ith 
certain conditions thereto annexed, which appropriation, with the 
conditions annexed, was accepted, and the money received and 
applied as was intended ; that the sum of five thousand dollars in 
bonds of the city of Atlanta was also donated by the Mayor and 
Council of the said city, for the purpose of repairing the College 
building, which sum was taken possession of by the Faculty and 
appropriated by them. 

The bill was filed in the names of Alexander Means, D. C. 
Olvefe. John G. Westmoreland, Willis F. Westmoreland, S. H. 
Stout, Eben Hyllyer, and James F. Alexander. 
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At a meeting of the Board of Trustees, held on the 121 
January, 1S67, a resolution appointing a committee to answer 
bill was adopted, also, a resolution placing the College buildin< 
the hands of an agont of the Trustees. 

The Trustees filed their answer to the Bill on the 29th of April, 
1867, which is substantially as follows : 

1st. That the original net of incorporation conferred upon the 
Trustees of the Atlanta Medical College full powers to adopt such 
rules and regulations, and to perform such acts, as were necessary 
to carry into effect the objects or said corporation, that the power 
to appoint Professors and fill vac incies was incident to the power 
expressly conferred upon them to perpetuate said College ; that 
accordingly this power, both of appointing the original Faculty 
and of filling vacancies, was exercised by them without its ever 
being called in question ; that in pursuance of the by-laws adopt- 
ed by the Board to carry out the force of filling vacancies, the 
chair originally filled by the appointment <f Dr. Buchanan, and 
made vacant by his resignation, was filled by the Board of Trustees 
by appointing Dr. H. W. Brown. The chair oi Dr. Brown, which 
was made vacant by his appointment to Dr. Buchanan's chair, was 
filled by the election of Dr. A. Means by the Board of Trustees. 
Dr. T. S. Powell was also elected by the Board of Trustees to fill 
the vacancy caused by the resignation of his chair by Dr. J. Bor- 
ing ; that these vacancies were all filled before the 1st of Janua- 
ry" 1858, with the knowledge, approval and endorsement of the 
Faculty, of which Dr. J. G, Westmoreland, Dr. Willis F. West- 
moreland, and Dr. A. Means, were at the time members. 

21. The defendants in their answer admit the passage of the 
amendment to the original charter by the Legislature, but deny 
that there was any defect in the charter that authorized it, or that 
there was any necessity for the amendment. 

3d. In answer to the allegations of the bill contained in the 3d 
head, which seek to make Jared I. Whitaker one of the Trustees 
of the College, and who was at that time a member of the State 
Senate, privy to the passage of the amendment, and thereby sus- 
tain the implication that the amendment was passed with the 
knowledge and approval of the Trustees', as a body politic, the 
defendants say; That John G. Westmoreland, one of the Profess- 
gors in said College, and who was at the time a member of the 
Legislature in the House, " actuated either by interested motives, 
or from mistaken policy," introduced and procured the passage of 
said amendment, "without the consent, knowledge or approbation 
of said Board of Trustees, corporators of said College, or any of 
them, except Jared I. Whitaker," who, the defendants state, 
"knew nothing of the provisions of said amendment before or at 
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■ Mime of its passage, nor for sometime afterwards, and who 

i#not present at the time it passed, which was at a "night ses- 

Ri" of the Legislature ; and that T the passage of said amend- 

P^ent, under the circumstances, was a fraud upon the rights of the 

^defendants, and therefore void: 

4th. In their answer to the allegations of the Bill, placed un- 
der the 4th head, the defendants state that they exercised the 
power of filling vacancies in the faculty which occurred prior to 
1858, in pursuance ^ of by-laws which had been previously 
adopted by them — that the College was then in full opera- 
tion, and that they were not informed of any necessity for a 
meeting of the Board until the breaking out of the war, when the 
exercises of the College w r ere suspended, and not resumed until 
after the war had closed, and that after the war was over, a quo- 
rum of the Board could not be assembled in Atlanta until Septem- 
ber, 1866. 

5th. The defendants positively deny the statement in the Bill, 
that they had notice that the faculty in changing the chairs of 
Professors, in filling vacancies, and in graduating classes, were 
proceding under the amendment; they also deny that they ever, 
in any manner or form, acquiesced in the amendment, or approv- 
ed of any action of the Faculty under it; they further deny the 
statement that no objection was made by them to the amendment 
or the action of the faculty under it, until the vacancies in the 
Board had been filled in September 1866, more than seven years 
after the passage of the amendment; the defendants also deny 
and pronounce false and unfounded the statement in the bill, that, 
" of the nine members of the old Board of Trustees, as it was 
constituted at the time of the passage of the amendment. John 
Collier and VVm. Ezzard are the only two members who objected 
to the amendment, and to the action of the Faculty under it." 

The defendants in further answer to the allegations denied by 
them as above stated, say, that the first knowledge any of the 
Trustees, except Jared I. Whitaker, had of the passage ot that 
amendment, was about the time the acts of the Legislature were 
published and distributed, in the summer or fall of J 858, and was 
not known to the President of the Board until sometime in 1866; 
that shortly after its enactment became known to a portion of the 
Board, it was brought to their notice at an informal meeting, a 
quorum not being present, by a member, G. B. Havgood, who man- 
fested anxiety to have a meeting of the Board in order to pass a res- 
olution denouncing the conduct of Dr. J. G. Westmoreland in procu- 
ring the passage of the amendment, but was prevailed upon not to 
pre>-s the matter, by members of the Board who expressed the opin- 
ion that the amendment was null and of no effect unless accepted by 
the Trustees ; that no action whatever, was therefore taken in re- 
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lation to it at that time — that the Board never intended to acl 
esce in the amendment, or in any manner approve of it, frl 
fact they believe was well known to the Faculty. That the : 
knowledge they had that the Faculty had exercised the pow- 
ers conferred upon them by the amendment in changing the 
chairs of Professors in 1S59, was derived from the Bill ; that 
these changes, as set forth in Exhibit C, filed with the Bill, 
if known to any of the Board, were regarded as having been 
made for the convenience and recreation of members of the Fac- 
ulty, and not in pursuance of the powers sought to be conferred 
upon the Faculty by the amendment. That, having no knowledge 
of any action taken by the Faculty, derogatory to the powers of 
the Trustees, and in pursuance of the amendment, the Board did 
not hold any meeting, or take any action for the protection of 
their chartered rights, nntil after the war, and when the action of 
the Faculty made it evident that they intended to exercise the 
powers conferred upon them by the amendment. That in the se- 
lection -of prof3Ssors to fill vacancies which existed in their body 
at the close of the war, the Faculty did not even pretend that they 
were acting under the amendment, but, on the contrary, they con- 
ferred with the members of the Board, then in the city, upon 
the subject of filling the vacancies; that the selections were 
made u with the express understanding that in order to make 
said persons legal Professors in said College, it was necessary that 
such nominations should be ratified by election by the Board ;" 
and that the persons chosen to fill the vacancies were not notified 
of their appointment until the Faculty had received assurances of 
the approval of the Board when a quornm should afterwards meet. 
That, at the first meeting of the Board cf Trustees that was 
Held after the adoption of the amendment, and which was com- 
posed of five members of the old Board, a resolution was adopted 
by a unanimous vote rejecting the amendment ; that this action 
was taken by the old Board before the new members had accepted 
office and met with them. 

6th. The defendants deny, and pronounce false, the statement 
in the Bill, that steps were taken to re-organize the Board of 
Trustees, after the Faculty had passed a resolution to remove Dr. 
Powell from his professorship; and state, that the resolution to re- 
move Dr. Powell was adopted by the Faculty on the 6th Novem- 
ber, 1866, whereas the vacancies in the Board of Trustees were 
filled at a meeting held on the ?6th September preceding. 

7th. The defendants admit the appropriation by the Legislature 
of the sum of fifteen thousand dollars, out of the State Treasury, 
for the use and benefit of the College, and its application to that 
purpose. They also admit that the sum of five thopsand dollars, 
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, Jit v Bonds, was donated to the College by the Mayor and 
r mci'l of the City of Atlanta, for repairing the College-building; 
, d in relation to the latter, state, that the fund was taken posses- 
sion of and appropriated by the Faculty, without consultation with 
the Tiustees, atid in a manner so unsatisfactory to the Mayor and 
Council, that the latter appointed a Committee to investigate the 
subject, and on the report of the Commiitee coming in, as to the 
manner in which a part of the fund had been expended, a resolu- 
tion was passed requesting the Trustees " to assume control of 
the matter and take such action as in their judgment, may be 
proper." For a more full explanation of this matter, see Alder- 
man Crawford's report, in Appendix H. 

The case afterwards came to a hearing, upon the Bill and 
Answer, before Judge Warner, who decided against the motion 

• 1 TT • 

to dissolve the injunction, which had before been sued out. His 
decision was placed upon the ground that the amendment was en- 
acted by the express or implied assent of the Trustees, or their 
acts implied that they acquiesced in it;" that, " taking any view, 
the non-action of the Tiustees for such a length of time affords 
strong evidence to the Court of their expressed or implied consent 
to the amendment." 

Ii was the determination of the defendants to renew their mo- 
tion to dissolve the injunction, upon a full hearing of the case on 
its met its at the regular term of the Court, but before the Court 
convmed the Legislature assembled, and a Bill was introdued to 
repeal the amendment, which passed the House of Representatives 
by a large majority, but was laid upon the table in the Senate the 
hist night of the Session, the Committe in the Senate, to whom the 
Bill was referred, having until then failed to make their report. 

Before the next Session of the Legislature, the case was ended by an 
agreement which was entered into between the Board of Trustees and 
the Faculty, the particular terms of which this Committee, in this re- 
port, are not authorized to give ; but which some of the Trustees, who 
approved it, now believe has proved as disastrous and distructive of the 
int. re>ta of the institution, as the original amendment. 

In the meantime, the subject of this amendment which conferred such 
" uuusual and extraordinary powers" upon the Faculty, was brought be- 
fon- the Georgia Medical Association, at its meeting held in Augusta in 
April 1808, when a resolution was adopted declarn g that the Associa- 
tion "cannot recognize the graduates of said College that may hereafter 
receive their diplomas under the amended charter.'' Hence arose the 
controversy between the. Faculty of the College and the Georgia Med- 
ical Association, which has continued ever since, but which it is not the 
province of ) our Committee to enter into, except so far as may be deem- 
ed necessary for the defence and justification of the course pursued by 
the Fulton County Medical Society. 

In the controversy above referred to, the Fulton County Medical So- 
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ciety have uniformly sustained the Georgia Medical Association' 
action, ( xeept at the late, meeting at Amerieus,* The Fulton (V 
Medical Society, as a body, to< k no action against the College or 
Faculty, but afier the Board ot Trustees had repudiated ihe amendi 
and refused to recognize the' Faculty or to graduate students under'their* 
instruction, reported, by a rejjulaily appoitited Committee, the facts to 
the Ge< r^ia Medieal Association* See apjerciix ]. 

The history which ) our Committee has given ot the facts connected 
with the troubles which ex feted and continued so long between the Fac- 
ulty of the College and the Board of Trustees, and which are mainly of 
record, furnish, it would seem, of themselves, a complete and unanswer- 
able argument in justification of the course pursued bv Dr. Powell and 
the Board ot Trustees, the Fulton County Medical Society, and the 
Georgia Medical Association. But your Committee (eel that th^y are 
required, in the discharge of their duty, to go beyond a simple state- 
liieiit of facts, as strong and convincing as they may be, and offer a few 
comments and reflections which occur to them as legitimate and proper, 
as a part of their argument to sustain the action of the Society which 
the\ represent. 

We begin with the amendment t<> the Charter of the College, so of- 
ten refemd to it) this report and the records ot the pro^edings of the 
Board ot Trustees. The amendment may be considered under two 
heads : 

1-t. The manner in which its passage was procured, and the probable 
motives of the parties to the proceeding. 

2d. Its validity ; and how far the acts of the Board of Trustees effect- 
ed that question, whether of commission or omission. We are unac- 
quainted with the subtleties ot the Law, its nice distinctions, and its 
modes of proceeding, and therefore we shall avoid entanglement in its 
nit sires, and endeavor to give a plain common sense view of the matter 
in hand. It is, however, proper to state, that it is a well-known prin- 
ciple in the administration of justice in the Court of Chancery, tha>. the 
defendant's answer upon the fa- ts is taken as conclusive, unless rebutted 
by proof. Tnis piinciple must be borne in mind, in considering the 
questions of fact raised in the bill and answer in the. case to which we 
have hereinbefore adverted. There is also a principle, in the law of ev- 
idence that the testimony of one who has the best means of knowing a 
fact is entitled to the greatest credit and weight — of course, with the 
qualification, that the witness is unassailed. 

How, in wha' manner was this amendment to the charter of the Col- 
lege obtained 1 It is not pretended that the Trustees, enher as a Board, 
or as individuals, were notified that application would be made to the 
Legislature for any amendment of the Charter. It is not pretended 
that, after its introduction into the L* gislature, any member of the Board 
was notified of the fact except Jared I. Whitaker, who was a member 
of the Senate at the time, and he was not info med of its conteivs, and 
was not present when it passed the Senate. Who introduced the meas- 

*See Report of Delegates of the Georgia Medical Society of Savannah. 
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John G. Westmorelond, a member of the Faculty, and at the 
member of the House of Representatives. He had been select> 
. a suitable person to represent the interests of th«; College in the 
^islature, and put in nomination by its friends, and elected to that 
position by their influence. He therefore occupied a fiduciary relation 
towards the Board of Trustees in a double capacity, both as a member 
of the Faculty chosen by them, and as a member of the Legislature 
charged with the special interests of the College, which had been com- 
milted to their care and supervision. It is difficult to conceive of a more 
flagrant violation of the duties of such a relation, than was committed 
by him, in the part he took in the passage of this amendment. A del 
icate sense of honor and a high appreciation of the courtesies of life, 
unfortunately are not generally recognized rules or motives of conduct, 
but the duty rtf J. G. Westmoreland, under the circumstances of his 
situation, was so plain that the dullest sense of right, of fair dealing, 
leaving honor and courtesy out of thej question, could not possibly 
commit a mistake. He had been honored by the Trustees 
with a Piofessor's Chair n the Co lege, and elected to the legisla- 
ture with the special view of protecting its interests ; but notwith- 
standing this relation, without the knowlecge or consent of his patrons, 
the Trustees, he introduced a measure, not only deeply affecting the in- 
terests of the College, but actually depriving the Board of Trustees of 
powers which had been granted to it by the original charter, and trans* 
ferring these powers to the Faculty, of which he himself was a mem- 
ber. The history of this measure, the secrecy with which it was con- 
ducted, the suspicious hours in which it was brought up tor action in the 
Senate — during a night session — shows that those who concocted it, and 
its moversinthe General Assembly, intended to purloin the franchise from 
those to whom it was originally granted by the Legislature. It shows 
that the friends of the measure relied upon artifice to secure iter pas- 
sage. Manliness, good faith, common — to say nothing of professional- 
courtesy, required that the Board of Trustees should have received for- 
mal, actual, notice of the proposed alteration of the charter, if not a re* 
quest of this con< urrence in it as a condition precedent to its introduc- 
tion in the Legislature. The reason given for the amendment is, that 
there was a defect in the charter, because there was no provision in it 
for the removal of Professors, or for filling vacancies in the Faculty. 
But if this defect actually existed, which is not admitted, that is no jus- 
tification for the course pursued by those who carried it through the 
Legislature. It is no excuse for the trick which was played upon the 
Trustees in passing it without their knowledge. Besides, if the defect 
existed, there is nothing in the original act which authorizes the conclu- 
sion that the Legislature intended that the powers contained in the 
amendment should have been, confer red on the Faculty, and not on the 
Trustees. The implication is to the contrary. The Trustees are the 
body politic upon whom all the corporate powers are conferred by the 
original charter. If, therefore, there was an omission in the act to con- 
fer necessary powers for the government and perpetuation of the Col- 
lege, it consisted in not conferring these powers upon the Trustees, and 
not upon the Faculty. But the truth is, the object of the Faculty was 
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not to remedy any defect in the charter, for none existed, 
powers conferred upon the Trustees by the original charter w\ 
ample and sufficient for the purposes for which they were conferred, ar 
are included in the powers which are contained in the amendment whic! 
was afterwards passed. The charter authorized the persons therein 
named " to establish a Medical College in the city of Atlanta on such 
principles, and with such Professors as may, in their judgment, be best 
calculated to perpetuate the same." The Trustees were by the terms used 
in this act charged with the duty of perpetuating the College, and they 
were required to establish it upon "such principles and with such Pro- 
fessors" as were necessary, in their judgment, to accomplish this end. 
How could the Trustees perpetuate the College without the power to 
fill vacancies in their own Board and in the Faculty ] The power of. 
tilling vacancies was necessary to enable it to prevent the demise of the 
College, by death or resignation of the members of the Faculty. The 
Trustees, accordingly, did exercise the power of filling vacancies, in the 
early years of the College, and without any intimation, even, coming 
from the Faculty, that the power was doubtful or belonged to it. The 
Faculty acquiesced in the exercise of this power by the Board of Trus- 
tees. To cure a defect in the original charter could not, therefore, have 
been the object of the Faculty in having this amendment passed. Its 
members were actuated by some other motive, and had some other 
object in view. Their object was to acquire powers which would make 
them superior to the Board of Trustees, so as to enable them to control 
the organization of the Faculty, as their caprices, jealousies and selfish 
views might dictate. There could have been no other motive or object 
than this. No other could have induced them to grasp at the " unusual 
and extraordinary powers" which this amendment conferred upon them. 
If the interests of the College had prompted them in this matter — if 
their object had been to remove a doubt as to the powers conferred up- 
on the Trustees by the original act of Incorporation, why did they not 
seek to remove it by giving to the Trustees the powers which were 
conferred upon the Faculty by the amendment ? But it is unnecessary 
to pursue this matter any further. There is scarcely room for doubt 
or cavil that the object of the members of the Faculty, who favored 
the amendment for selfish purposes or designs, was to usurp, in a clan- 
destine manner, powers and prerogatives which had been conferred upon 
the Trustees by the original charter. 

2d. The legal validity of this amendment depends upon the question 
whether it was ever accepted by the Board of Trustees of the College. 
The corporation is clearly a private one. This Judge Warner held with- 
out hesitation. He vested his decision in the injunction case upon the 
ground that the acquiescence of the Trustees in the amendment had 
raised "the legal implication" of its acceptance by them. It is there- 
fore conceded on both sides that the amendment, in order to have legal 
effect must have been accepted by the Trustees. It is not contended 
that it is requisite that this acceptance should have been made in ex- 
press terms or in a formal manner. A corporation may act under an 
amendment to its original charter, without expressly accepting it, in 
3 
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p . a manner as to fix upon it an implied acceptance. But this implt- 
'ion must be founded upon facts clear and unequivocal. The ground 
Jcen by the Faculty is not that the Trustees took any action showing 
^hat they accepted the amendment, but that their acquiescence in the 
acts of the Faculty, under the amendment, raised the legal implication 
of its acceptance by them. Herein consists the strength of the case 
made by the Faculty, and it is its only ground of justification. But it 
is only specious, and will not stand before an impartial investigation of 
the facts of the case. The statements of the Trustees in answer to the 
Bill filed by the Faculty, which we have already noticed at some length, 
show that they not only did not accept the amendment in express 
terms, or by any acts which they performed, but that they, at no time 
and in no manner whatever, acquiesced in the acts of others performed 
under, or in pursuance of, the amendatory act. Where is the proof 
that they did? The only instances in which it is claimed that the 
Faculty acted under the amendment, are the changes which it made in 
certain duties of Professors in 1859, and its action in filling certain 
chairs in 1805, made vacant by resignation. Your committee propose 
to examine impartially, and with a most earnest desire to reach the 
truth, the facts upon which this claim of the Faculty is founded. 

In the first place, we assume it to be a general rule, that the acts of 
one person will not bind another unless they are kno'wn to the latter — ■ 
unless he assents to them. It is true, the law sometimes implies such 
assent. But the general rule is as we have stated it. If we apply this 
rule to the changes made by the Faculty in the Professors' chairs, in 
in 1859, the Trustees were not bound by the Faculty in making 
these changes. The Trustees state most positively, under their oaths, 
that the first knowledge that the Board had of these changes was fur- 
nished it by the Bill filed in 1867; that if those changes were known to 
any one of the Trustees at the time, they were regarded as a mere 
" matter of convenience and recre ition." So that, it appears that the 
Trustees had no knowledge of these acts of the Faculty, by which their 
assent to the amended charter is sought to be implied, until years after- 
wards. It would seem to your Committee, to be straining the doctrine 
of presumptives and implications to the greatest extreme, to say that, 
under such circumstances, the acceptance of the amendment by the 
Trustees must be presumed. It will be borne in mind that these changes 
were r ade in 1859; that no regular meeting of the Board was thereaf- 
ter held before the war begun, which suspended the College till 1865. 
If there had been regular meetings of the Board of Trustees, and the 
fact had been brought to its notice, that the Faculty iiad been making 
changes in the chairs of the Professors, by virtue of the powers assumed 
to have been conferred upon it by the amendment, the aspect of the 
Oase would be an entirely different one ; — then, there might be ground 
for the " legal implication" of the acceptance of the amendment by the 
Trustees. But such is not the case. The facts (acts of the Faculty) by 
which it has been sought to fix upon the Trustees their acceptance of the 
amendment, were wholly unknown to them until 1867. 

The other instance in which it is claimed that the Trustees acquiesced 
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in the acts of the Faculty, and thereby accepted the amendment, is tl 
election by the latter of certain Professors to fill vacancies, in the year. 1 
1865. It will be recollected that at the close of the war there were seve-** 
ral vacancies in the Corps of Instruction. As it was purposed to re- 
open the College, these vacancies had to be filled. But at the time a 
quorum of the Board of Trustees could not be formed. The emergency 
being a pressing one, the members of the Board of Trustees who were 
then in the city, upon being consulted by the members of the Faculty, 
and informed of the selections they had made to fill the vacancies, gave 
assurances that their acts in the premises would be rectified by the 
Board when a quorum should be assembled. Tnereupon the persons 
seleced were notified of the facts, and entered upon their duties. These 
facts, derived from the records of the Board and of the Faculty, instead 
of showing that the Faculty was exercising the power of filling vacan- 
cies under the amendment, independently of the Trustees, show directly 
the contrary. They show that the Faculty, knowing the Board of Trus- 
tees, would not accept the amendment, had declined to insist upon it, 
and that the ratification by the Board of the selections of Professors 
which had been made, was necessary in order to make them valid. But 
ever, admitting that the Faculty elected these Professors with the knowl- 
edge and approval of the Trustees who were then in the city, being less 
than a quorum, their act would not bind the Board when legally organ- 
ized. It would have been merely the acts of individuals, and not bind- 
ing upon the corporation. But the truth is, that the Trustees who gave 
the assurance that these acts of the Faculty would be approved by the 
Board, believed that its approval was necessary to make them valid — 
that it was no election of Professors, but only a nomination untill ratified 
by the Board. And in proof of this, when the Faculty afterwards 
claimed that these vacancies had been filled by its action, without the 
concurrence of the Board, the latter, at its first meeting afterwards, re<» 
pudiated the elections claimed to have been made by the Faculty, and 
also rejected the amendment. It would seem, therefore, that, if the 
Faculty, in 1859, intended to insist upon the exercise of the powers con- 
ferred upon them by the amendment, (which, however, your Committee 
do not believe,) it waived the exercise of these powers in 1865, by ask- 
ing the Board of Trustees to ratify the election of Professors which it 
had B made. How, then, "the legal implication" that the Trustees ac- 
cepted the amendment can arise from this transaction is beyond the 
comprehension of your Committee. Legal acumen may see how it may 
arise, but not plain common sense. There was, therefore, no acceptance 
in fact, nor no acceptance in contemplation of law, by the Trustees, of 
this amendment which was intended fraudulently to filch powers from 
them and place it in the hands of their own creatures, who had the in- 
gratitude to play the most conspicuous part in the attempt. 

But whatever may be the legal object of the conduct of the Trustees 
in not rejecting promptly this interference with their chartered rights, 
there can be little or no dispute as to the moral aspect of the question 
in this controversy. Was it just, fair, or right, that the Faculty should 
resort to the means they used, to secure the passage of this amendment? 
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, Was it consistent with good morals that they should conceal their pur- 
pose, and by this means deceive those who had confided in them, and. 
conferred upon them positions of honor and trust? To allow conduct 
like this to go unrebuked, would be giving licence to wrong and injus- 
tice. And in this view of the subject, we would make the inquiry, which 
addresses itself more particularly to the present Board of Trustees of 
the Atlanta Medical College, how can it be expected, that an institution 
having such a record, should meet with public confidence and patronage % 
Tallent and professional skill will do little towards sustaining and build- 
ing up an institution like this, unless it be surrounded by a pure moral 
atmosphere. 

Your Committee have endeavored to collate, and present with fair^ 
ness, the facts connected with this controversy between the Trustees and 
Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, in vindication of the part taken 
in it, and the course pursued by the Fulton County Medical Society. 
But your Committee feel that justice to one of our fellow-members, 
whose name has been made conspicuous in connection with these trou- 
bles by the extraordinary course which a portion of the Faculty of the 
College pursued towards him, requires that they should not pass over 
this conduct in silence. Duty to a fellow-member forbids it. No charges 
have been preferred against Dr. Powell, either before the Fulton County 
Medical Society, or the Georgia Medical Association, or the old Board 
of Trustees, which are the proper tribunals for the investigation of ques- 
tions touching any unprofessional conduct he may have committed. But 
in view of the fact that the old Faculty have published and caused to be 
circulated documents charging him with professional misconduct, which 
necessitated his so called, expulsion from the Faculty, it becomes neces- 
sary, as an act of justice to him, the old Board of Trustees, the Fulton 
County Medical Society, and the Georgia Medical Association, to give 
publicity to his defence, made before the old Board of Trustees, in or- 
der that the truth may be fully known and understood by the Profes- 
sion at large. It reads as follows : 

ATLANrA, Ga., Nov. 12th, 1866. 
To the Board of Trustees of the Atlanta Medical College: 

Gentlemen — Immediately after the close of the Commencement of 
the Atlanta Medical College, on the 31«t of August last, the Faculty of 
the College met, and to my amasement and utter surprise, without inti- 
mation or a notification of the fact, Dr. Hillyer (who had been permit- 
ted, by favor of the gentlemen composing your Board, to deliver two 
courses of lectures on probation,) offered the following resolutions which 
were voted for, and said to have been adopted, by Drs. J. G.' West- 
moreland, W. F. Westmoreland, and two probationer s t Drs. Stout and 
Hillyer. 

14 Resolved, 1st. That the course pursued by Prof. Powell in the pros- 
ecution of the enterprise, he calls the " Ladies' Home," meets with the 
positive disapprobation of his colleagues in the Faculty of the Atlanta 
Medical College. 

•• Besolved, 2d. That the Faculty, from the information which they 
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have, are satisfied that the Medical Profession in Georgia generally, 
opposed to Prof. Powell's course in conducting this enterprise. 

" Resolved, 3d. That the Faculty feel that the interest of the Institu- 
tion is likely to suffer from the course of Prof. Powell, and that they 
are disinclined to co-operate with him further as a member of the Fae- 
culty ; they therefore, request his resignation." 

It is well known to several members of the Board that I have always 
been opposed to the amendment, which was (as some of the Board has 
stated to me, and can be proven by members of the Legislature,) clau- 
destinly and fraudulently procured by Dr. J. G. Westmoreland in 
1858, believing it null and void ; from which fact I always held myself 
amenable to the Trustees. This unauthorized action on the part of two 
of the regular Faculty, aided, if not prompted by two very modest and 
grateful probationers upon your favor, was reported by me to several 
members of your Board, who advised me not to comply with the re- 
quest of this self-constituted Faculty. On the 6th of Nov. these regular 
and irregular usupers met a^ain, and adopted a report to the Trustees, 
in which they say "charges of unprofessional conduct have been freely 
used against me," and that the Profession abroad was unfavorably im- 
pressed toward the College. In this report they say the occasion does 
not permit them to give the evidence in detail upon which these accusa- 
tions are founded, and that it is enough to know (for them to know,) 
that it is generally entertained, thus acting on a principle of the assas- 
sin who would stab his victim in the dark, and contrary to a purer stand- 
ard of morals, even among the Pagan Romans, which is so beautifully 
illustrated in the case of the Apostle Paul. 

In order, therefore, that these exemplars of worse than Pagan morals 
— this self«-constituted Faculty and defamers of private and professional 
character — may have a suitable opportunity and occasion to present any 
— the mearest shadow of evidence they have against me " in detail," 
and that you may be able to do all parties justice as the unbiassed cus- 
todians of the Institution — that the facts may show the true opposition 
to me, and prove me to be either guilty or basely and willfully slan- 
dered, I therefore, feel called upon now, in vindjcation of my profes- 
sional character and the reputation of the College, to lay before you 
the following statement of facts as my defence, made necessary by the 
savage attacks of these despoilers of reputation and miserable pretenders 
to the claims of honor or truthful respectability : 

In 1857, I received a communication from Col. Collier, Secretary of 
the Board of Trustees of the Atlanta Medical College, informing me that 
I had been elected to the Chair of Obstetics and Diseases of women and 
children. I had never, even by letter, made application for the position. 
After due consideration, I accepted the position tendered, and came to 
Atlanta Jannary, 1858, and at once entered upon my duties as a mem- 
ber of the Faculty. I had scarcely entered upon my duties when I was 
informed by friends of Dr. Jesse Boring, that this gentleman had ex- 
pressed great dissatisfaction with Dr. John G. Westmoreland's manage- 
ment of the finances of the College, and the impression made upon my 
mind was, that if some correction was not made, the interest of the In- 
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^btitution would seriously suffer. This information I made known to 
different members of the Faculty. My heart was in the work, I had 
b entered upon, and my great desire was to build up to the utmost the In- 
stitution with which I was connected. 

These gentlemen expressed deep regret, and earnestly desired a 
change, indeed, thought it absolutely necessary for the good of the Cols 
lege, and the harmony of the Faculty. At that time 1 entertained the 
kindest feelings towards Dr. Westmoreland, and did not think him so 
fixed in his ways as other members of the Faculty who knew him bet- 
ter. To correct the alledged difference, I suggested that a system of 
By-Laws for the government of the Faculty, should be prepared, which, 
being agreed to, I was requested to prepare them. At the next meeting 
they were presented and adopted, four voting for, the two Drs. West- 
morelands against them, one, Dr. Means, being absent. After the 
meeting adjourned, Dr. Logan expressed the opinion that the adoption 
of the By Laws had given offence to the Drs. Westmorelands. Why, 
I could not see, as I certainly did not intend to wound the feelings of any 
in a matter in which all were mutually (as I supposed) interested and 
I only desired that the transactions of the College should be done 
in a businesslike manner. Up to that time Dr. Westmoreland had 
pretended to do the entire business of the Faculty, and had never made 
a report, hence, the Faculty knew nothing of the financial condition of 
the College, Dr. Jesse Boring having resigned on this ground — at least 
he so stated this as the reason, to a friend who repeated it to me. The 
By-Laws divided the business — making it the duty of the Dean, the po- 
sition held by Dr. J. G. Westmoreland, to collect the matriculation and 
graduation fees (the first five, the latter twenty-five dollars,) and dis- 
burse them in payment of the current expenses of the College, and sub- 
mit a written statement of the same, quarterly. He was also required 
to prepare the anouncements. The books of the Faculty will show that 
he has never made a report as required by the By-Laws. Three reports. 
or statements, will be found made out and reported by the Auditing 
Committee. Frequently when called upon for his quarterly statements 
he would reply that he could not say exactly how much money had 
been received, but thought it was " in and about" so much, which was 
so unbusinesslike that it provoked me and disgusted Dr. Logan to an 
amusing extent, much to my relief. 

My friendly efforts to correct his business-habits (which you per- 
ceived, was made privately and in the utmost kindness) did no good; 
but, on the contrary, begot a prejudice which was the beginning of my 
troubles, and the buding of a native prejudice, which I feared then, and 
beleive now, will result in the destruction of the College. It can be 
proven that I labored to prevent this result from 1858 to the present 
time, faithfully and with the same energy which I promise the Board I 
will use in the future to protect my character, to vindicate and uphold 
the truth and honor of the Profession. 

In the fall of 1858, Dr. John G. Westmoreland conceived the idea of 
having the charter so altered as to give the Faculty the power of va- 
cating and filling the chairs in the College. The matter was discussed 
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outside, but the first intimation I had of it was in the shape of a motion 
that Dr. J. G. Westmoreland should be authorized to procure the pass- 
age of an act giving practical effect to his views. I btrenously opposed 
it at Ike time, because I believed it to be wrong in principle, wrong in 
policy and would, sooner or later, work out the destruction of the Insti- 
tution. On its passage, however, the vote stood four for, and two 
against (myself and Dr. Jones,) the proposed change in the charter. 

I then stated most emphatically to Dr. J. G. Westmoreland (as 1 pre- 
sume Dr. Jones will remember) that he might succeed in obtaining the 
amendment, but unless he secured the consent of the Trustees I should 
never recognize it, or be controlled by it. This position taken by me 
was and is well known, both to the members of your Board and the 
Faculty, particularly Dr. Logan. Some eight or ten months after this 
action of the Faculty, Green B. Hay good, Esq., one of the Board dis- 
covered (as some of the Board can testify) the change in the charter in 
the published acts of of the Legislature. Feeling indignant about it, 
Mr. Haygood addressed me a note, inviting me to call and see him, 
which I did. He asked me how that Bill passed, 1 gave him the facts 
in my possession when, with much feeling, he told me it should never 
be enforced. This conversation I communicated to several members of 
the Faculty, much to my prejudice. 

My next difficulty was with Dr. W. F. Westmoreland, as he thought, 
for unprofessional conduct. Mr. G. W. Cook had hired a negro woman 
to Col. John Thrasher. She was taken very sick, Col. Thrasher sent 
for Dr. W. F. Westmoreland, his family physician, without consulting 
Mr. Cook. Her illness was protracted, and Mr. Cook being informed 
of it, called to see her. He complained at his not being informed of 
her condition, and said he preferred my treating the case, and that 
he should go at once and send me to see her. He came to my house, 
informed me of all that had transpired and requested me to take charge 
of the case at once. I told him i could not do so without first seeing 
Dr. Westmoreland, to which he replied, if necessary, he would thank 
me to do so, as he did not desire to wound any one's feelings. I went 
immediately to Dr. Westmoreland's residence. He was not at home. 
Thinking he might have gone to see the patient, 1 went to Mr. Thrash^ 
er's. There I met Mr. Thrasher, and asked for Dr. Westmoreland. He 
informed me that he had just left, declaring he would not return, having 
been informed of Mr. Cook's remarks. 1 determined still to see Dv. 
Westmoreland, when Mr. Thrasher urged me to see the woman imme- 
diately, as she was dangerously ill, and required prompt attention ; re- 
marking that he had asked him to remain until 1 came, which Dr. W. 
thought unnessary, as 1 would know the medicine he had given. Under 
the circumstances and thus urged, I consented to see her, remarking 
that I would see Dr. Westmoreland in the morning, at the College. The 
impression made upon my mind was, that he was angry with Mr. Cook, 
and hot with me. The next morning I sought Dr. W., and to my utter 
surprise, he told me he thought I had treated him unprofessionally. I ! 
told him I had no such intention, and at once reported the matter to the 
Faculty, requesting the appointment of a Committee to examine the 
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matter. Dr. W., as I was informed, would not agree to the proposi- 
tion. I c >uld do no more. 1 uniformly expressed to the Faculty my 
regret at the difficulty, but nothing could be done, either by them or 
myself, to reconcile the gentleman. From that time we passed each 
other without speaking (for which it was well>known I was not to blame) 
until the end of the war. During this time many persons had informed 
me that the Drs. Westmorelands were strangely and strongly prejudiced 
against me, and desired me out of the Faculty. Of this I took no no- 
tice, further than to relate the facts, feeling assured that so long as the 
Faculty remained as then composed, and operating under a Board of 
Trustees of honorable gentlemen, they would fail to accomplish their 
object. 

The next thing that subjected me to their displeasure was my effort 
to establish in this city a "Home for Invalid Ladies," an institution 
which every intelligent, unprejudiced medical man will acknowledge was 
much needed in the South. In order to show you, gentlemen, that so 
far from desiring to act unprofessionally even before inaugurating the 
scheme, I, as a matter of assurance to myself, and protection to my 
profession, asked the "views" and "endorsement" of a good number of 
my professional brethren. Had there been one breath of disapproval, I 
would have abandoned the enterprise. Of this I could not know with* 
out laying the matter before them, which I did in the following "circu- 
lar letter." Approval came to me from every side, and I felt assured 
of the necessity and the cooperation of the Profession of the country 
in the enterprise. In connection with the circular-letter, I give the 
opinion of several of my colleagues and others, which will show you 
how they regarded the undertaking : 

Dear Doctor : An earnest desire to do nothing not sanctioned by the 
noble and learned of our profession in the treatment of diseases, and 
the desire of gaining your approbation as a practitioner, induces me to 
address you this Circular, and to request your opinion concerning an 
enterprise in which I propose to embark. I desire to establish, in this 
city, a " Woman's Hospital for the South," for the treatment, princi- 
pally, of those ills to which women are subject, when they have assum- 
ed a chronic character. 

You are well aware, my dear sir, that the Profession is very often 
most unjustly blamed, because chronic cases fail to be cured, when real- 
ly the attending Physician should bear no blame at all. In the treat- 
ment of such diseases, as you very well know, the diet, the kind and 
amount of exercise that should be taken by the patient, &c., &c., should 
be as much under the direction and control of the Phvsician as the 
time, mode and character of taking the mere mediearremedies pre- 
scribed. Now, it is impossible for the practitioner to have a full 
supervision of all these in the treatment of chronic cases, in the vast 
majority of instances— Why ? Because he is, as a general' rule, called 
to treat these cases only when some case of acute disease manifests 
Iteelf in the family of his patron. lie then prescribes proper reme- 
dial agents, which give the patient temporary relief; but when the acute 
MM convalesces, the physician being no longer in daily attendance 
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the chronic patient is no longer looked after, and the thousand and 
one matters of hygenic advice (followed while the practitioner was in 
attendance) are now totally neglected. What is the sequence i Why, 
the patient relapses into old habits of diet, omits the exercise that may 
have been prescribed, and as a matter of course, the disease reassumes 
its old chronic form. And for this, the practitioner is most unjustly 
blamed by the public; the Profession receives censure from the 01 
poltoi who know no better, and the idea goes abroad, that these chron- 
ic cases cannot be cured by the Regular Professional Practitioner. 

Then comes the heydey of charlatanism, quackery and empiricism. 
All these coincide (for sinister motives) with the prevalent but errone- 
ous idea of incurability, and the chronic cases are put under their 
treatment. We may then exclaim, as Lord Mansfield is said to have 
done by his free translation of the motto, "a numine salus, which 
was painted on the carriage of a noted quack, " God help the patient 

Now, my dear sir, it is my desire to do something to break up this 
wholesale destruction of human life that empiricism revels in, and to 
show to the public, that the profession can cure many of the BialHfr 
rious chronic diseases to which mankind is subject, provided the pa- 
tients are under their sole, constant and entire control. ior this pur- 
pose, I desire to establish " The Woman's Hospital for the South 
into which these chronic cases can be received, and their diet, exercise, 
&c, &c, prescribed and attended to. 

I will have it fitted up with the conveniences that are calculated to 
render its invalid inmates comfortable, and that will contribute to their 
convalescence. Baths, bowling alleys, library, facilities tor equestr an 
and muscular exercise, etc., and then the members of the pio.esMon 
will be able to do justice to the sufferers as well as themselves 

I need not go into any lengthy expose of the ! e ^l\^l^^ 
par excellence, the place for such an Institution; but I will merely 
Mention that it has, 1st: A Medical College of f^^^^l 
lence; 2d. A Mineial Spring surpassed by few in the South for the 
virtue of its wateis; 3d. Its easiness of access from all patt o the 
South is unsurpassed-the great number of roads centering here from 
every direction having already given it the name of }he ^oomouve 
City; 4th. An intelligent and Christian population of \W™ *™ "£ 
wards ; 5th. A large number of Practitioners <*•*»«*£* **d cTtt! 
6th. Pure mountain air, and general exemption from epidemic at d con- 
tagious diseases. I could enumerate many more advantage* but these 
arS sufficient to show its fitness for the location of he W rnn 
Hospital." I have interested a number of the most Rented lady 
writers of the country in behalf of the enterprise ; and my first move 
will be to publish a volume containing their contributions, (written 
expressly for this object,) which I propose to sell, and to appropriate 
the money thus raised, to the erection of this Institution. 

This volume will be a casket filled with the purest literary gems, 
and its publication will aid greatly in advancing the cause of Southern 

Literature. . c «lo« 1 

Now, my dear sir, will you write me what you think ot my plan . 
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[As I said before, I desire the endorsement of the eminent members of 
that Profession which I so dearly love, and of which I am an humble 
member, and whose honor I deem it my privilege and my duty to guard 
to the extent of my limited powers, against all attacks. Wishing you 
and yours long life and success in all your endeavors, permit me to 
remain 

Your friend and obedient servant, 

THOMAS S. POWELL, v 

Professor of Obstetrics, Atlanta Med. College. 

Letter from J. P. Logan, M. D., Professor of Physiology, Atlanta 

Medical College. 

Atlanta, Ga., March 28, 1861. 

Prof. Thos. S. Powell, M. D. — My Bear Sir : — Your Circular, an- 
nouncing the formation of a plan for the establishment of a "Home 
for Invalid Ladies," in the city of Atlanta has been received. While 
there are manifestly great difficulties in the accomplishment of such a 
work as you propose — when I recollect the extraordinary perseverance 
which is so eminently characteristic of yourself — the success of your un- 
dertaking seems to me not improbable; and, while, therefore, failure in 
such a cause would not in any way be discreditable to you, success 
would be in the highest degree honorable. Such an Institution as you 
propose is certainly a desideratum in the South ; and I am sure that no 
point furnishes greater advantages than the city of Atlanta. Wishing 
you the fullest success in this and every other effort to alleviate ihe 
sufferings of the better part of humanity, I remain, 

Very truly, your friend, JOS. P. LOGAN. 



Atlanta, March 14, 1861. 
My Dear Doctor: Your Circular, explanatory of your design in es- 
tablishing a u Home for Invalid Ladies," "for the treatment, principal- 
ly, of those ills to which women are subject, when they have assumed 
a chronic character," has been received, and meets with my hearty and 
entire approval. 

Our noble profession is most unfairly dealt with at best, and too of- 
ten by its own professing members ; and every means calculated to 
elevate its dignity and do greater justice to its true representatives, 
should be firmly advocated by all who fully appreciate its claims. I 
wish you the fullest success in the establishment and prosperity of vo'ur 
"Hospital." , * * J 

With high regard, I remain yours truly, 

THOS. S. DENNY, M. D. 

Letter from John W. Jones, M. D., Prof. Prac. Med. and Gen. Path., 

Atlanta Medical College. 

Atlanta, Ga., Nov. 25th, 1861. 
Prof. Thos. S. Powell: Dear Sir, — Your circular of recent date, 
proposing to establish, in this city, a " Home for Invalid Ladies," is 
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before me, and in it you do me, among others, the honor to ask my 
opinion of your plan for the same, &c. 

The characteristics of your contemplated enterprise are obviously 
philanthorpic and benevolent, and especially abound in good will to the 
gentle?' and better sex. No argument is needed to prove the propriety, 
importance and utility of such an institution : these are self-evident. 
If its endowment and organization are based upon a scale commensurate 
with the necessities in which it originates, it cannot fail to confer im- 
mense benefits upon those for whom it is intended, as well as the lasting 
gratitude of woman upon its noble founder, and the profession and peo- 
ple at large will rejoice in its prosperity, and proclaim you a benefactor 
of the age. 

The free-will offerings of those Angels of Mercy who have so willingly 
and zealously responded to your call will, I am sure, furnish a volume 
worthy the great object they so much desire to promote, with that 
" Casket of Gems," \ erfumed as it will be with the sweet incense of 
woman's heart, and radiant, with the genius of woman's brain in one 
hand, and the banner of Therapia in the other, together with those 
donations which the more fortunate of the profession and the people will 
be pleased to make in behalf of science and humanity. You will have 
nothing to fear — much to hope. You cannot fail — you must succeed. 

Wishing you, as I most sincerely do, all possible success in this most 
laudable and praise-worthy undertaking, 

I remain, dear sir, with high regard, very respectfully, 

John W. Jones. 



Letter from H. W. Brown, M. J)., Prof. Anatomy, Atlanta Med. College. 

Atlanta, March 21st, 1861. 

Prof. Thos. S. Powell : Dear Sir, — rYour circular is before me, set- 
ting forth the desire on your part to establish in our city a " Woman's 
Hospital for the South." After stating the motives inducing you to the 
effort, you ask my opinion of the enterprise and the plan. 

That such an institution is quite a desideratum — that it would be a 
blessing to many, and, therefore, should receive the unqualified appro- 
bation and support of the profession everywhere, none can doubt. 

The conception does much credit to your head and heart — the under- 
taking more to your enterprise. 

The plan you propose, though somewhat complex, is, to my mind, 
plausible, and will doubtless succeed, if the ladies so determine. 

That some may be found to object, need not surprise you. The no- 
blest efforts are not without opposition in any age or country. 

But an enterprise whose prominent features portend the good of hu- 
manity, conducted throughout in the spirit which hreathes through your 
letter, ought, and I believe will be successful. A triumph of humanity, 
of Christian benevolence and professional nobility — a monument more 
durable than brass to the memory of those engaged in it, decked with 
unfading garlands, refreshed by the breathings of grateful sufferers from 
among the gentle, the good, and the pure, for generations to come. 
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Should the effort fail, the heart-felt regret of all who feel for others' 
woes, will shrine the memory of it with respect. 

With my hearty good wishes for the success of every virtuous under- 
taking, and sincere desire for your personal prosperity and happiness, 

I am yours, respectfully, 

H. W. Brown. 

Letter from A. Means, M. D., Professor of Chemistry and Pharmacy, 

Atlanta Medical College. 
Orna Villa-, Oxford, Ga., April 8th, 1861. 
Prof. Thos. S. Powell : Dear Sir, — 1 take pleasure in expressing 
my high and cordial approval of the benevolent enterprise which you 
propose to inaugurate in the city of Atlanta. The time, the place and 
the circumstances are all favorable to the success ot your plan. And 
while the sympathizing hearts of the lovelier sex, who are to be the 
beneficiaries of the noble establishment to which you generously con- 
sent to devote so much of your time, your capital and your professional 
skill, cannot but respond in sentiments of grateful appreciation to the 
kind call made upon their talents in aid of the work, an enlightened and 
liberal profession cannot fail to recognize in its completion and opera- 
tion, a powerful auxiliary to the scientific and sanative appliances of 
regular medicine, and an engine of potent efficiency for diffusing more 
widely its kindly characteristics, and arresting the progress of a heart- 
less and mercinary empiricism. May your laudable undertaking receive 
the smiles of woman and the blessings of Heaven. 

A. Means. 



It will be observed by you that the names of the Drs. Westmore- 
lands do not appear to any of these letters. I did not ask these gentle- 
men— 1st, beause they were rny enemies; 2nd, because 1 was advised 
not to do so by those who then were my friends, but who are now the 
pretended ones of the Drs. Westmoreland. They assured me they 
were not capable of appreciating my motives or the professional aim of 
such an institution, being sadly deficient in early education, refinement 
and those qualities necessary for the appreciation of so humane an un- 
dertaking. / 

In the spring of 18G5, Dr. W. F. Westmoreland and myself met in 
Atlanta and exchanged friendly greetings — on my part, with unfeigned 
cordiality and kindness. I felt truly rejoiced to have that much evidence 
that time had worn away his bitter feelings towards me. 1 mentioned 
the circumstance to one of the Faculty who had often sought a recon- 
ciliation, and I promised, at his suggestion, to treat him kindly and cul- 
tivate a friendly spirit — remarking, that from what he had heard, the 
difficulty was forever buried. In good faith I acted upon this sugges- 
tion, and w*s rejoiced at the information imparted to me by one of the 
Faculty, that my efforts to correct the business management of the ins 
stitution and have it conducted legally and professionally, was now be- 
ing fully appreciated. 
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In the fall of 1865, we called a Faculty meeting and -agreed to chang* 
the terms of lectures from summer to winter. Dr. Jones and BrownJ 
having resigned, we recommended Dr. Logan to be transferred from the 
Chair of Physiology to Practice, and recommended Dr. Hillyer, of 
Rome, to that, of Physiology, Dr.'O'Keefe, of Atlanta, to that of An- 
atomy, and Dr. Stout, of Tennessee, to the new chair of Surgical and 
Pathological Anatomy. Old difficulties, as I supposed, having been 
buried, we opened the winter course, and, apparently, everything pro- 
gressed satisfactorily for some time. I called to see Drs. Stout and Hil- 
lyer, and discovered that Dr. Stout was not well satisfied with his chair 
— spoke of it as unnecessary, and like a fifth wheel to a wagon. He 
asked me if I knew whether Dr. Means or Dr. Logan were going to re- 
sign 1 1 replied I did not. He then remarked, he thought if they in> 
tended to do so, he hoped they would do so at once, and not be always 
talking about it. I said I had no idea what they intended doing, but 
they certainly had a right to do as they thought proper. I mentioned 
this circumstance to one of the Faculty, who shortly after informed me 
that if either Dr. Logan or Means resigned, Dr. Stout, one of the pro- 
bationers, would probably take the vacant chair, and his " fifth wheel" 
be abolished. Just before the close of the session, Dr. Means made 
known to the Facult) 7 his determination to resign, if he was not insured 
a salary for his labor, and left, to attend the Conference of his church, 
at New Orleans. While there, he wrote to me that he could not give 
another course of lectures unless he was insured a reasonable sum of 
money for his services, and requested me to bring the matter before the 
Faculty. 

As soon as he left for New Orleans, I applied to the City Council (on 
my own responsibility, endorsed by four of your Board,) for an appro- 
priation for repairing the College building, &c, knowing that if I suc- 
ceeded, the fees could be divided among the Professors, when it was 
probable his quota would be more than the Faculty would agree to pay 
him. I, however, called a meeting of all the members who were in the 
city — Drs. J. G. and W. F.Westmoreland, Logan, O'Keefe and myself, 
and submitted his propositions. Dr. J. G. Westmoreland, the imagi- 
nary boss, said they could not be acceded to, as Drs. Stout and Hillyer 
were absent, and their money could not be voted away, for any purpose, 
without their consent. 1 suggested, if those present would agree to give 
him a specified sum, these gentlemen could be written to and their con- 
sent obtained ; but it was decided that if Dr. Means remained, he should 
take the chances as the others, and Dr. Logan and myself were requested 
to notify him. 

By this time, I had obtained the appropriation of five thousand dollars 
in bonds, from the City Council, which was mentioned to Dr. Means, 
in connection with a good prospect, for a large class. A few days after 
Dr. Means returned, I informed him of the action of the City Council, 
with the remark that the amount was more than sufficient to put the 
College in splendid repair, leaving all money received from students to 
be divided among the Faculty; which I believed would exceed the 
amount he proposed to take. 
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>JIe then consented to retain his chair, with which I was well pleased, 
plough, as subsequent events demonstrated— " fifth wheel" being unpro- 
provided for— it would have been better for him to have resigned ; as 
then, •« filth wheel" mijiht have taken the place of a regular one, and my 
spokes might have escaped undisturbed. 

It was now settled that Dr. Means would retain the chair, and that 
Dr. Logan was still undetermined as to his course; but there was no 
place whereon to work the " fifth *heel" to advantage. 

Upon the close of the winter term, the Faculty determined upon 
returning to the summer course, and Drs. Stout and Hillyer returned 
to tlieir homes. In the interim, Dr. Logan informed me that he thought 
it would be much to his interest to resign; that he had almost deter- 
mined to do so; and solicited my advice. I freely gave it, and he con- 
sented to remain. This settled the question of the continuance, at 
least f<»r one more session, of Drs. Means and Logan as members of 
the Faculty, and so blocked certain other arrangements of my adver- 
saries. 

On the 8th of May, 1866, the Faculty met to arrange the order of 
lecturing for the summer course. By appointment, Drs. Hillyer, 
Stout, and Westmoreland, met the next day and talked quite freely 
abuUL the appropriation, but said nothing to me about it. After this 
meeting adjourned, it was suggested by one of them that another meet- 
ing be held the next day, and ascertain how much it would require to 
repair the College, and how much would be left to divide among the 
chairs. No bonds had yet been received from New York, and I 
did not attend the meeting — which, however, was attended by Drs. 
J. G. Westmoreland and the three probationers, O'Keefe, Stout, and 
pour Hillyer. Dr. Westmoreland reported that it would require about 
$3,000 for repairs, whereupon Dr. Stout saw for the first time a place 
for "fifth wheel" to make a turn, and offered a resolution proposing 
that $1,200 be divided between the different chairs, naming the amount 
each one was to receive. The minutes were handed to me to record, 
but I determined not to do so, unless required by a majority of the 
Faculty, for the following reasons given, in substance, at the ensuing 
meeting: I had not reported the appropriation as received, and there 
beii g no official record of any such donation, I desired, for my own 
protection, tnat it be received before it was appropriated and divided 
out i«. r;«ny purpose. A majority of the Faculty saw the propriety of 
my views and voted to expunge or ignore the minutes of that meeting 
At i subsequent meeting, Dr. Stout offered a resolution to spread those 
minutes on the books, but it was rejected. Determined if possible to 
carr) Ins point and throw a firebrand into our midst, he, at -the next 
OB* ting (which was held on the 9th of July, and at which 1 was not 
pivMi.i), .cad a lengthy protest (only ten pag-s) against me and the 
Faculty, charging me, particularly with injuring the Institution bv 
opp-'s.ng and preventing the distribution of the'funds in accordance 
with hi* programme, as set forth in the minutes before-mentioned as 
c.\] urged, and censured the Faculty for sustaining me. Regarding it 
as insulting, not only to myself but the whole body (coming parttcus 
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larly from a man acting as the " fifth wheel" on probation), 1 felt calle 
upon to reply. I observed that his intimacy with the Drs. Westmon. , 
land increased, and called the attention of a member of the Faculty to 
the fact. Very soon after this, I was informed by one of the Faculty 
that although Dr. Means or Dr. Logan's chairs were much desired, it 
was quite apparent that mine was the one most coveted, and that in all 
probability some action would be taken against me. This action was to 
be based upon the following incidents : It seems that while Dr. Hillyer 
was in Rome Dr. H. V. M. Miller, of that place (as Dr. Hillyer men- 
tioned to some of the Faculty), had said much about there being a 
Professor in the College who was publishing a weekly newspaper. 
Hearing of this, and having heard much for many years of the unenvi- 
able reputation of that iioman, who, like the thimble-rigger's ball, 
passes with celerity from one position to another, either in medicine, 
religion or politics, without conscience or remorse, taking every side or 
none when and wherever individual interest might best be subserved, 
I mentioned it to one of his friends, who regarding Dr. Miller in his 
true character yet was charitable enough to say he was " teasing poor 
Hillyer," particularly as Dr. Miller had some years ago been the editor 
(as I have been informed) of a " 10x12 vilLge paper of no merit or 
influence. Very soon information reached me that important changes 
were contemplated in the appointment of labor, as follows : Dr. Logan 
was to resign and the chair given to Dr. Miller; Dr. O'Keefe was to 
have the chair occupied by me, and Dr. Stout, the restless "fifth 
wheel" probationer, that of Anatomy. This statement I received from 
one of the Board, who had been kindly informed of the fact by one of 
the probationers, who already imagined himself a full-blown Professor 
and competent to control and dictate to the Board. 

This, gentlemen, "accounts for the milk in the cocoa-nut," and furs 
nishes you a key (which hischamelion character did me) to Dr. II. V. 
M. Miller's teasing "poor Hillyer," and Dr. O'Keefe's conduct towards 
me aftt-r Dr. Hillyer's return from Rome. For up to and about that 
time he had been one of my most intimate friends. During the winter 
session, he expressed himseif so thoroughly disgusted with Dr. J. G. 
Westmoreland's financial management as, if possible, to effect a change 
in the Deauship. This determination was so fixed in his mind that 
when Dr. Stout returned at the commencement of the summer course 
(so Dr. O'Keefe informed me), he invited Dr. Stout to his office, where 
he succeeded in getting him so drunk that he thought he had him 
" under his thumb," and then disclosed to him the plans, as he alleged, of 
a part of the Faculty. He grew eloquent in his appeals, and argued 
its necessity ai;d importance ; but drunk as he was, neither his elo- 
quence (?) nor his Bourbon (which seldom fails to change the feelings 
of the human heart) could break down his enmity to me, asserting 
that " Westmoreland's ejection would be a Powell success." With this 
plot I had nothing to do, and while opposing, on principle, the loose 
management of the finances, I would scorn to adopt any but legitimate 
and honorable means to overthrow even an enemy. I did not seek Dr. 
Westmoreland's overthrow, nor did I desire either to humiliate or 



pose him, much as he deserved it; but I did contend that we should 
ve the firmness and independence to tell him of his faults and errors, 
and to require him to comply with the by-laws. 

Some weeks after the Bacchanalian interview referred to above, Dr. 
O'Keefe became impressed with the belief that Dr. Stout had not lost 
the effects of his eloquence, as he had that of his "Bourbon," but had 
carried it safely to the ears of the Dr. Westmorelands. Fully im- 
pressed as to his ability to "blarney," which Dr. Stout had, drunk, 
mistaken for eloquence, he called on Dr. W. F. Westmoreland and gave 
him a polished account, without the Bourbon, of his convesations with 
Dr. Stout. Dr. Westmoreland said he had heard, and knew all — was 
aware of the opposition of Drs. O'Keefe, Means, Logan, and Powell to 
his brother, and that Dr. Powell was the cause of it. Dr. O'Keefe had 
the manliness and fairness to tell him that 1 had nothing to do with it, 
but that he knew I was, as the rest, dissatisfied with his brother's man- 
agement of the business. But this disclaimer for me did no good. 
Dr. Westmoreland persisted in accusing me and holding me responsible 
for the proposed action against his brother. Dr. O'Keefe told me of 
this interview, and we both agreed in the opinion expressed by Dr. 
Logan, that the selection of Dr. Stout (who thought his Chair only a 
fifth wheel) had been unfortunate, and that he really deserved to be 
kicked out of the Faculty. Dr. O'Keefe remarked, that if Dr. J. G. 
Westmoreland did not resign after what he had said, he would be com- 
pelled to regard him as a "corrupt man." It was expected by some, 
that Dr. Westmoreland would resign the Deanship; but no, if he 
should, it would be deemed a Powell triumph, and that was unbearable. 
The plan seems to have been, or to be now, to force me to resign before 
a new election for Dean was held, which would insure his reelection to 
the Deanship, or he could then resign without its being considered a 
Powell triumph. In accordance with this proposed plan, I was informed 
by one, if not two, of the Faculty, that Dr. Westmoreland begged a 
postponement of the election, and in the meantime, I suppose, I was to 
be accused of such things as could be trumped up, and so get rid of me. 
That I should be accused of being the cause of the opposition to Dr. J. G. 
Westmoreland's loose management of the business of the College, and 
held responsible for other men's opinions of him, provoked me no little, 
and I determined (and so stated to Dr. O'Keefe) to seek an interview 
with him, which 1 did, in his office. I told him what I had heard, and 
that I had borne as much as I intended, and that if I heard any more 
such charges, I would publish a full history in detail, of all the inside 
working of the Faculty, and requested him to say that much to his 
brother. Dr. J. G. Westmoreland affected to know but little about it 
was extremely guarded and cautious not to implicate any of the clique! 
In a few days I thought I discovered what I had said had been used to' 
my prejudice. I am now convinced it was. Up to this time Dr. 
O'Keefe had been my friend, but his conduct underwent a change to- 
wards me. He had done, no doubt, what he could to prevent a rupture • 
but now, while he might not aid in producing it, he was indifferent. But 
when he learned it was to his interest, if not to go openly with them in 
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their crusade against me, to at least to not offend them, he determii 
to pursue the course he has. I asked him, since the difficulty, if ' 
thought I had not deserved such treatment, which he had said, why 
consented to it. To which he replied, " because my (his) interest 
thatgway." My Lord ! an admission that for interest he was willing 
sell his honor, and in doing so, destroy his friend, by having him " cru- 
cified" for his own acts! Eighteen hundred years ago Judas did the 
same thing, but more honorable, went and hanged himself. This fact 
corroborates the statement made by poor Hillyer to one of the Trustees 
in regard to certain changes in the Chairs. 

On the 31st August, 1866, as already mentioned in the beginning of 
this defence, all their long continued machinations reached a climax. 
At that meeting, as will be remembered, (Dr. Hillyer, the probationer, 
so successfully "teased" up by Dr. II. V. M. Miller, who, it is said, 
expressed a desire for a position in the College, "as a stepping stone to 
political preferment," and thus walked into my Chair,) offered a resolu- 
tion asking me to resign. This was, as you perceive, based on the 
assumption, or better still, the pretext that the course pursued by me 
in the prosecution of the enterprise known as the " Ladies' Home," 
met the positive disapprobation (what paragons of taste and virtue !') of 
my colleagues in the Faculty. 1 desired to know what was meant by 
" the course pursued," but got no satisfaction, though it was evident 
reference was had to the manner in which I conducted my weekly paper 
known as the " Ladies' Home." The next day I learned that such was 
the fact — offence being taken at my allowing complimentary notices of 
others to appear in its columns, eulogistic of its editorial management, 
forgetful of the fact that it was a custom of the press, and that the 
paper being a strictly literary one, and conducted mainly by a talented 
and accomplished lady, and that these compliments were mainly intended 
for her and not myself, being clipped and published by her and my 
local editor in respect to the papers so favorably noticing the "Ladies 
Home." This is an established custom among all honorable journal- 
ists as a legitimate means of mutual advancement. In starting the 
enterprise, it had been prophesied that, as a literary effort, it would fail, 
but was not then regarded as "unprofessional," until through jealousy, 
as one of the Faculty informed me, they seeing its success and desired 
its overthrow. Finding that charge could not be sustained, as I had 
done nothing, or allowed anything done in the conduct of my paper 
repugnant to or inconsistent with the good taste and sense of every inde- 
pendent, liberal mind, they "changed their base," as they have several 
times, in giving their reasons for procuring the amendment. 

On the 6th of November, the report referred to in the commencement 
of this defence, also contained the following language : "By a timely 
and liberal appropriation made by the Mayor and City Council of the 
city of Atlanta, together with a part of the fees of the Faculty, arising 
from instruction, we were enabled to make the necessary repairs upon 
the building, and, to a certain extent, to supply the deficiences in appa- 
ratus and appliances." This report was read by Dr. J. G. Westmore* 
land, in a dignified and solemnly important manner — certainly his own — 
4 
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! Ki another painful sigh, he said, "I have preparded about what I think 
I Buu'ht to be done." This double drawn sighing was perhaps the effect of 
i R knowledge, on his part, no less than .mine, what he had done, and it 
'J^will be seen that this appropriation, and the manner in which it was 
desired to be manipulated by Dr. Stout, and was really appropriated by 
the Dean, furnishes the hue and ciy against me of unprofessional con- 
duct. It is known to four of you gentlemen that the City Council, upon 
my individual application, endorsed by you, granted me (the other 
members of the Faculty not co-operating or expecting me to succeed) 
an appropriation of five thousand dollars for the purpose of repairing 
the building and furnishing it with suitable apparatus and appliances. 
The Council expected, and indeed pledged me, to see that the appropriat- 
ion should be properly expended as embodied in the resolution passed 
by Council. I expected that a committee would be appointed to con- 
tract for and supervise the repairing. As soon as I effected a sale for the 
bonds, I placed the money in bank subject to my order, and I held my- 
self responsible for the manne- in which it should be used, having so 
pledged myself to the donors. But no sooner was this known than a 
resolution was passed ordering me to transfer the money to the Treass 
urer, Dr. O'Keefe. My opposition to this first disposition of the money, 
to the refunding of about $1,000 to the Faculty for repairs which was 
said to have been done the year before, and to the manner in which the 
ballance was attempted to be, and was afterwards used, as will be seen, 
was the true reason of my being requested to resign. Under these cir- 
cumstances, in the estimation ot every good man — certainly in my 
own — it was far mure honorable to be requested to resign than to re- 
main and be linked as one of a Faculty with a transaction which I will 
not characterize, but will suffer the facts to explain. 

Wo will now see how this money was expended. By the report of 
May 5th, it appears that $3,293 10 had been expended on the college 
"building, grounds, apparatus, and appliances/' which report was under- 
stood and stated to cover all done or would be done. Dr. J. G. West- 
moreland having the management, had, as shown by Dr. Stout's reso- 
lution, estimated $3,000 as the amount necessary for these purposes. 
It is presumed he had received bids and had his estimates made by 
competent mechanics. At the next meeting, July 9th, it was reported 
that there was $900 in the hands of the Treasurer over the amount re> 
poried by Dr. J. G. Westmoreland to be necessary to the repairs on the 
buildings; and by resolution the following appropriations were made 
$75 to the Chair of Surgery, $50 each to the Chairs Materia Mediea 
and l'nysiology, $200 to the Chair of Chemistry, and $350 to the Chair 
of Surgical and Pathological Anatomy. Dr. J. G. Westmoreland was 
present and without opposition or remark, voted for these various ap- 
propriations. The entire amount appropriated by the Council after sale 
of I)-. nds, and iu the hands of the Treasurer, was $4 250; deducting 
$3,29:i for repairs and $725 to'the several Chairs, there remained $232 
still in the hands of the Treasurer. No more being needed tor repairs 
1 asked that $150 be left in the hands uf the Treasurer for the benefit of 
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my Chair, which was promptly but with some embarrassment objectec 
to on the ground that perhaps some mistake had been made in the re^ 
port of the Finance Committee, (May the 5h) and that a surplus might^ 
yet be needed for repairs, &c. I remarked to one of the Faculty if any 
more was due for repairs, why did Dr. J. G. Westmoreland (who alone 
managed the finances and let out the contracts) two months after agree 
by his vote to appropriate $725 to the various Chairs, absorbing the 
entire amount of the donation except $232] Why did ne sit still and 
allow effort after effort at each meeting to be made to appropriate the 
ballance upon any otner supposition than that the $3,293 had amply 
covered all necessary expenditures ] Will incompetency be the an- 
swer? It serves my purpose as well as any other. A motion was 
made and carried to reconsider the appropriations made on July 9t,h to 
some of the Chairs, amounting to $725. Th s placed $97C 88 in the 
hands of the Treasurer less the amount of actual expenditures, as pro- 
vided for by the motion. 

On the 28th of August, the Faculty met, and the Dean Dr. J. G. 
Westmoreland, was called upon to make his report, to which he replied 
thai he was not at that time fully prepared to make a satisfactory one. 
On motion of Dr. Stout, he was allowed further time. The committee 
to whom had been referred the report of the Treasurer reported that 
that officer had received, including the appropriation by the City Coun- 
cil and the fees for tuition, $7,267 39 ; that there had been paid out for 
repairs, &c, $3,293 10, and divided among the faculty $3,017 36; 
leaving in the tre.sury a ballance of $976 88. 

On the 27th of August, the Faculty again met, when the Dean's report 
was again called for. And such a report ! It was as though a novice 
had taken up a handful or two of figures and thrown them nap-hazard 
on the paper. No combination could solve the puzzle into an intelli- 
gent statement, and the auditing committee alternated between indigna- 
tion, disgust and the supremely ridiculous. Finally poor Hillyer, a 
warm friend and partizan of the unfortunate Dean, looking wisely over 
his spectacles, remarked, there was no use talking, Dr. Westmoreland 
was incompetent to make a report. 

He then asked Dr. Logan (who from disgust, seemed to have taken 
a dreadful cold in the head,) to ask Dc. Westmoreland when he came 
in, what he meant by certain figures. I felt indignant, and said 1 thought 
he ought to be reported to the Trustees. I saw at once my remark was 
caught, and was sure to be used against me, which no doubt precipita- 
ted action against me on the 31st. As some of the Committee were 
compelled to leave, it was agreed that Drs. Logan and Hillyer should 
meet after ten, and revise the report, and lay it before the CommitteV 
the next morning for approval, before presenting it to the Faculty. 

On August 31st, auditing committee retired to consider the report 
prepared the night before by Drs. Logan and Hiilyer for the D<;an. 1 
retired with the Committee, but was excused from taking any ptrt i<a 
their action at my request. I asked to be excused because I knew I 
would be calj^d upon to report to the City Council how the appropri- 
ation had been expended, and I knew that I could not conscientiously 
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Kay that it had been properly or judicious expended. The Committee 
■had an exciting time. Some of the items were strongly objected to— 
^indeed none were endorsed. I am now convinced no report would have 
been agreed to, but that some of them knew I had to be sacrificed at 
that meeting, and it was necessary to have as much harmony as possi- 
ble. After some explanations and apologies, an abstract of the report 
was agreed upon, headed with these words: "The Committee to ex- 
amine the books and accounts of the Dean make the following report 
of the Finances of the College." 

Mark the language. They don't say they have examined the Dean's 
books and accounts, and find them correct. By no means, and why 1 
Because Drs. Logan and CTKeefe told me they could not and would 
not endorse the items. 

To give you the report in full is unnecessary. Sufficient is it to say 
that the amount expended on the building and not exceeding two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars for chemical apparatus was increased from 
$3,293,10 to $4,518,92, a difference of $1,345,62, which difference alone 
was within about $150,00 less than good contractors would have taken 
and done the work for, in the best style. In other words, the amount 
expended in all was over $4,500, while the repairs could have been 
done for $1,500, as will be seen by report of Council. Deduct from 
$4,500 what was said to be paid fcr expenses, &c, and you will discover 
what a large sum ^as unnecessarily expended, according to Council's 
Report, which also shows that the work done " was not worth the green 
lumber in the yard." In fact, the quality and style of the work is a 
disgrace to all concerned, and well calculated to disgust an intelligent 
student with everything connected with the institution. 

I could say more, but I forbear. Nothing but a sense of duty — a 
duty I owe to you, to the Institution and to my own character, could 
have induced me to place before you the above statement of facts, 
which I am satisfied will prove to you and any honest man that the 
aggression of the Faculty upon my private and professional character, 
was not caused by any wrong I had committed, but from prejudice on 
their part against me, and particularly because of my persistent efforts 
to prevent the commission of wrong — moral and professional wrong — 
• in the management of the College. In making this defence, it is my ' 
purpose to simply set myself right by the facts, and not to charge crim- 
inality upon the Faculty, however much the wrong inflicted upon me 
by them might call forth and justify such a desire. I have restricted 
myself to facts, and by these facts they and I must either stand or fall. 
I know I am alone in this contest. Your duty as the custodians of the 
Institution is plain. I have confidence in your judgment and integrity. 
Examine these facts, and then do with me as you may think best for 
the honor and perpetuity of the Institution. Do as you may, I intend 
to live and die vindicating the truth, and upholding moral and profes- 
sional honor. Under the combined influence of the present Faculty, 
and th.e trickery of their friends, I expect, and I am prepared and wil- 
ling to be for a season, burned with the truth, but as suiely as the Al- 
leghany Mountain in my native State lifts its head above the surround- 
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ing Mountains, so surely will I some day not very far in the distance, 
rise with that once crushed truth, and plant its pure and unstained ban- 
ner in Georgia, upon the ruins of some of its native corruption and ras- 
cality. I am not afraid to entrust my character in the hands of Geor- 
gia gentlemen — men of truth and character — for it is only those who 
can appreciate its power and worth. 

It will be seen from these facts that all my efforts were made to pro- 
tect the Institution, and at the same time to screen from public view 
the acts of my colleagues. My great desire was to correct what I con- 
ceived to be grave errors, but not to circumvent, or supercede, or take 
any unjust advantage of any member of the Faculty. I entered no 
ring — formed no combination to turn any one out of the Faculty, or 
any one in, but relied solely upon the power of correct principles and 
truth to effect the changes, I thought the interest of the Institution so 
much demanded. If I am to be censured and lowered in the estima- 
tion of gentlemen because of my efforts to uphold the great principle 
that chartered rights should be protected, and that no individual ought 
to be supported in his efforts to destroy this, the very groundwork of 
all rights, because 1 hold that no one who would attempt, or endorse 
the right to steal a franchise is entitled to the confidence of a true pa- 
triot — then let your sentence be against me. 

If I am to be censured because I have, to the best of my ability, 
attempted to place the Institution as without " spot or wrinkle " before 
the profession — upon the very highest principles demanded by it, upon 
which principles alone the College can prosper— then let your sentence, 
if this be wrong, fall without "favor or affection" against me. But if 
after an investigation of the facts,, I prove to be right, I ask you, not 
for my sake, but for your own reputation as honorable gentlemen — for 
the honor of the profession, and for the integrity of the Institution — to 
endorse the principles which I have attempted to deftnd and uphold. I 
do not plead for myself, I ask for simply justice. No institution can 
prosper, no college can secure the recognition or support of the pro- 
fession, unless it be conducted upon the principles upon which its 
integrity and honor are founded. No honorable professional man 
would tarnish his reputation by consorting with and upholding a Faculty 
who, in the face of the interest of the profession, would openly make 
war against its tenets and principles. Here and there adventurers, for 
the sake of the title and emolument it might bring, might be found so 
untrue to principle as to consent to disgrace their degree by filling a 
chair in such an Institution as a Professor, but an honorable man, never. 
For this reason, it is equally important that a board of trustees of a 
medical college should seek the support, and secure the hearty good- 
will of the profession, and should they, to gratify the claims of friends or 
the appeals of adventurers, prostitute such an Institution from its high 
medical elevation to the low, base level of men whose interests in such 
an Institution is circumscribed by selfish motives and not the welfare of 
science in the promotion of an honorable profession, then they will 
sound the death-knell of such an Institution and wreck it hopelessly and 
inevitablv upon the rocks of professional censure and non-recognition. 
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In order to prevent this, as I suggested in a letter addressed to your 
Board, which wa- written at your solicitation— all the Faculty being 
thus solicited — 1 beg the privilege of here incorporating a few of the 
sentiments therein contained. 1 stated that if the Board would faith- 
fully adhere to the truth, the Institution might be made inferior to none 
in the land; that the chairs should be occupied by gentlemen of high 
native and cultivated endowments, of hijtih social position and strict 
integrity ; men above the low jealousies of the lower circle of physi- 
cians destitute, from education and nature, of those qualities which 
alone command the respect of the good and wise of both the public 
and profession. , Let each Professor feel that, as an individual, he is 
responsible for the duties of his own department and answerable alone 
to an honorable and intelligent Board of Trustees for the ability and 
faithfulress these are discharged, and to whom he alone should look for 
protection against the jealousies and evil machinations of rivals, who 
have neither the bright pinions of genius nor the mighty power of 
intellect to lift them above the clouds of ignorance, and who are content 
to grope and to travel on with no higher aim than that of despoiling 
others of the fame and fortune which they can never acquire. Do this 
and the Institution you control will prosper. But should you cr your 
successors lay a^ide these principles — should you listen to the entreaties 
of friends in the interest of innovators and adventurers, then your own 
reputation will suffer and the Institution you represent be disgraced and 
inevitably ruined. Under such circumstances, would any respectable 
man occupy a chair under you ; could an organized profession allow it? 
I think not. For this reason, I entreat you not to yield to the demands 
of those who will deceive you and bring ruin upon the College, and 
j>over themselves and your Board with disgrace. For myself I ask 
nothing— for principle I ask all. If the interests of the College require 
tny retirement, and you will do me and the profession the justice to 
st4te the reasons, I v ill cheerfully yield my chair and join you and the 
friends of the Institution as a citizen and physician, in promoting its 
advancement or in building up its interest, if, under your management, 
wise, good and true men are placed in the various chairs. Butl would 
not cheerfully consent te relinquish my chair while fighting upon the 
line of principle in the defense of the Institution, or to be declared 
upon a par with those who are wrong — simply because in my efforts to 
correct the wrong, I am to be placed upon the level and share the same 
fate of those declared to be wrong. I do not ask to be sustained in 
order to hold my chair, but that being sustained, the Board may endorse 
my principles, for I hold if I am right and the Board will allow me 
overslaughed in doing this, they will yield the principle and support the 
wrong. In other words, if any mp.n connected with this controversy is 
declared to be right, thoroughly right, and then sacrificed, then the prin- 
ciple is sacrificed, and when this is done what becomes of the truth, 
where is its power or virtue—what encouragement can a man have to 
maintain the truth, under such circumstances? And should your Board 
decide, what honorable man would in the future accept the portion of 
Trustee or as Professor, who would, under your administration, contend 
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for a single principle, or commit a single act, without first ascertaining 
whether or not he would be sacrificed — who would be willing to stand 
to the truth and then have it said to him, "you must retire, although 
you are right, because you fought for principle?" Establish this prin- 
ciple, and the consequence would be more terrible than the one sought 
to be established in procuring the amendment without the consent or 
knowledge of the Trustees. Where would you find a father, if that 
principle was established, who would give his son the advice that f 
received from mine — "My son, be. honest, if you die in the poor- 
house — do right, if it leads you to the stake 1 ?" 

I feel confident you gentlemen will not consent to sacrifice the truth, 
even if I am involved. In the future this may occur, but should it, I 
am confident the high and pure principle of truth will still live, and 
bring to my support the honest and manly hearts of all, in or out of 
the profession. Time will reveal all things. All I ask is that you give 
the matter your patient and serious attention, and that yon may have 
the wisdom to decide for the best and highest interest of the College 
with impartiality, and independently of results to persons. 

Verv respectfully, 

Thos. S. Powell, M. D. 



The statement of facts contained in the foregoing defenoe of Dr. 
Powell, beginning with the difficulty which grew out of Dr. West- 
moreland's management of the finances of the College, and ending with 
the attempted expulsion of Dr. Powell from the Faculty, is a complete 
and triumphant vindication of his conduct and character. It presents 
him as an injured man, against whom grave accusations had been made, 
but seeking in vain that investigation before the proper tribunal. This 
was denied him by his accusers ; the challenge for an inquiry into the 
truth of the charges which they had made was declined by them; and, 
according to all rules of justice, he stands acquitted of these charges, 
before the public as well as the profession. In his opposition to the 
scheme to amend the charter of the College, he no doubt gave offense 
to the Faculty, but in this he has been sustained by the action of the 
Legislature, in repealing the amendment, by the action of the Board of 
Trustees and by the Georgia Medical Association. But as your Corn^ 
mittee have herein before stated, the unprofessional conduct which the 
Faculty imputed to him, and which was made the ground of their action 
against him, was his connection with the enterprise known as the 
" Ladies' Home," a literary journal, published in the city of Atlanta. 
Your Committee have recently examined the files of that journal, with 
sufficient attention and care to enable them to form a judgment of its 
true character; and they found in its pages nothing whatever that can 
be made the foundation of the charge prepared against Dr. Powell, 
because of his connection with it. On the contrary, it is a work of 
rare literary merit, is pervaded by a high moral tone,'ind reflects credit 
upon its conductors and contributors. 

The Faculty who took action against Dr. Powell afterwards endea- 
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vored to retrace their steps. On the 24th of August, 1868, they sent 
in a communication to the Board of Trustees, admitting in express terms 
their right of supervision over the Faculty, and expressing an earnest 
desire to settle amicably the differences existing between them and the 
Trustees, and submitting a basis of settlement, in which, amongst other 
things, they proposed to rescind all action they had before taken in re- 
lation r.o Dr. Powell, and that he should be made Emeritus Professor 
in the College. It would be unjust to the Faculty to suppose that their 
views had not undergone a change as to the charges which they had 
made against Dr. Powell, and which were, in their opinion, sufficiently 
grave to require his expulsion from the College. Their proposition was, 
tfiat he should be not only restored to the Faculty, but that a profes- 
sorship of the highest distinction, and entitled to unusual privileges, 
should be conferred upon him. Such action implies that they then re- 
garded him as fit to fill any place in the College, which they could not 
have done if they believed him guilty of unprofessional conduct. 
This basis of settlement will be found in appendix J. 

Before closing this report, your Committee would invite attention to 
one other matter involved in this controversy, in relation to which 
elforts have been made to prejudice the minds of the graduates of the 
College against those who opposed the amendment to the original char- 
ter, aud in favor of the old Faculty. It has been urged that the repeal 
of the amendment, as proposed by the old Board, would have rendered 
invalid the diplomas which had been issued by the Faculty during the 
period it was claimed to have been of force. This view of the subject 
was well calculated to array the graduates in favor of the Faculty. But 
a closer examination of the subject will show that their interests were 
being protected by the Board of Trustees. We have seen that the 
Faculty assumed the ground that the original charter was defective ; 
that, to say the least, there was a doubt as to the right of the Board of 
Trustees to fill vacancies, and hence the necessity for the amendment. 
If the original charter was defective, and no power was given by it to 
the Trustees to fill vacancies, then the Faculty was illegally organized 
almost from the beginning, for the Board of Trustees exercised the 
power of filling vacancies soon after the College went into operation, 
and continued to do so until it was suspended by the war. If, there- 
fore, the Faculty was illegally organized, then its acts were void, and 
amongst them the granting of diplomas to graduates. But if the Faculty 
was properly and legally organized, then its acts were legal and the 
diplomas valid. The Board of Trustees took the latter view and repu- 
diated the amendment, and were therefore the supporters of the rights 
and iterests of the graduates, which the Faculty was attacking. The 
interests, therefore, of all the graduates prior to 1866, when the Faculty 
assumed to act independently of the Board and in conformity to the 
amendment, were on the si'de of the Board and their friends in the 
efforts they made to sustain their right, under the original charter, to 
fill vacancies in the corps of instruction. The classes of 1867 and 186S 
we have contended were illegal, because the Trustees so declared them. 
In 186D the College was conducted under the acts of the Legislature 
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which re-enacted that portion of the charter which the amendment of 
1858 repealed ; still, that act provided that " no person should graduate 
unless he had attended two courses of lectures in a regular college." 
The graduating class of that year being composed of the students of the 
year preceding, when the College was declared to be not regular, had 
not, therefore, complied with this provision of the act, nor had the new 
Faculty complied with the action of the Georgia Medical Association 
at its meeting in Savannah, which required it to repudiate the conduct 
of the old Faculty. Consequently, the Fulton County Medical Society 
has contended that the College has been irregular and illegal ever since 
1866, and must so continue until the new Faculty repudiates the acts 
of the old. Under this view, it should be the object of the profession to 
protect its interests by compelling the new Faculty to do justice to the 
young men whom they profess to graduate, by requiring them to com- 
ply with conditions which are essential to give legal validity to the 
diplomas which they issue. Opposition by these young men to the 
profession can never effect the object in view, while cooperation with 
the profession would have the effect, at an early day, to force their pre- 
tended friends to yield to the demands of the profession, and thus confer 
validity upon their diplomas, and place them in a position in which they 
would be able to enjoy fully the personal and professional confidence of 
the entire body of the profession throughout the country. 

In conclusion, your Committee beg leave to state, that in preparing 
this report they have not been actuated by any other purpose than to 
present the facts as they are — as they stand upon the record, and as de- 
rived from undoubted sources, and the legitimate conclusions to which 
they have brought their minds. They have endeavored to avoid setting 
down " augnt in malice," or being biased by feelings of " favor or affec- 
tion." They have had no personal feelings to gratify — their only aim 
being the good of the profession. If the facts which your Committee 
have presented in this report seem to have a personal bearing, it is not 
their fault: they can only. say, ita scripta est. 

J. J. Knott, M. D., 
Chairman of Committee. 
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A. 
FIRST MEETING. 

September 16th, 1866. 

Whereas, The General Assembly of the State of Georgia, in the year 
1858, passed an Act entitled an Act, to amend an Act to incorporate 
the Atlanta Medical College, and for other purposes, therein mentioned, 
approved on the 14th of February, 1858, by which amendment, the 
original Charter of said Medical Cullege, has been changed in some im- 
portant particulars, and whereas, said amendment was procured to be 
passed by the said General Assembly of the State of Georgia, without 
the consent or knowledge of the Corporators, Trustees of said Medical 
College, and, whereas, this being the first regular meeting of said Board 
of Trustees of said Medical College, since the passage of said Amend- 
ment by said General Assembly. 

Therefore resolved by the said Board of Trustees, That said Amend- 
ment, to said original Act of Incorporation be, and the same is hereby 
rejected. 

Which Preamble and Resolution, on motion was adopted. 



B. 

~ T _ Atlanta, Nov. 8th, 1866. 

Dr. Joseph Thompson, President, <&c: 

Sir,— At a meeting of the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College 
held on the 7th inst., at which were present Drs. Means J G & w' 
F. Westmoreland, Powell, Hillyer, and O'Keefe, the following proceed- 
ings were unanimously adopted, and it has been made my duty to com- 
municate them to the Board of Trustees through yourself. 
1 have the honor to be, Sir, 

Very respectfully your obedient servant, 

D. C. O'Keefe, Sec'y Protem. 

t 

Atlanta, Nov. 6th, 1966. 
Dr. Joseph Tfiompson, President Board Trustees Atlanta Med. Col- 

Sir-TUe Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, have the honor to 
comrnumcate to the Board of Trustess, as follows • 

Our body assembled in Atlanta immediately after the close of the 
war for the purpose of re commencing the exercises of our Institution 
We found, upon assembling, that the Chairs of Anatomy, and Theory 
and ract.ce of Medicine, were vacant, by the resignation of their re 
spect.ve oecupants. By appointment, on the 17th of September we 



proceeded to the selection of gentlemen to supply the places made va- 
cant by resignation. In order to make a satisfactory and advantageous 
arrangement of our Faculty, Dr. J. P. Logan was transferred from the 
Chair of Physiology to that of Practice of Medicine. The Chair of 
Physiology was supplied by the selection of Dr. Eben Hillyer, of Rome, 
and that of Anatomy, by Dr. D. C. O Keefe, of Atlanta. The Chair of 
Surgical and Pathological Anatomy, which, though established and filled 
at the organization of the College, became subsequently vacant by re~ 
signation, was assigned to Dr. T. H. Stout, of Tenn , late Medical Di- 
rector of the Army of Tenn. It was deemed advantageous to the Insti- 
tution to secure the services of this distinguished gentleman, and hence 
it was thought proper to fill this Chair at this time. 

It was impossible for us to confer with the Board of Trustees officially, 
as by the statement of those in the city, it was impracticable to secure a 
quorum of their body ; but by conference with some of the members 
present, assurances were received that all would be right, and that what 
the Faculty had done or would do, would be acceptable to the Board 
when organized. In evidence of this fact, we respectfully added the 
following official notice Of the selection of the new incumbents : 

Atlanta, Ga., Oct. 23, 1865. 
" Dr. D. C. O'Keefe : 

Dear Sir — At a meeting of the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege, held on the 19th inst., you were elected to fill the Chair of Anat- 
omy in that Institution. On account of death and removal it will be 
impossible for a quorum of Trustees to meet perhaps, for several weeks. 
A sufficient number however, met yesterday, and authorized me to write 
you that your election would be ratified by them as soon as a quorum 
could be had, and that they hoped you would consider yourself duly 
elected. 

We hope this will be entirely satisfactory to you, and that you will 
be ready to unite with us in the coming session, which will commence 
on the first Monday in November, next. 
I am Sir, 

Yours with the greatest respect, 

[Signed] Thos. S. Powell, 

Secy of Faculty. 

Under this organization the Faculty, upon the 7th day of Novem- 
ber, 1865, began the discharge of their duties in the College Building, 
and finished the Winter Course of instruction with about forty students 
in attendance. 

On the first Monday in May last, the regular Course of Summer 
instruction was entered upon, and terminated on the last day of Au- 
gust, with about sixty students. 

As one of the results of the war, the College Building had sustained 
material injury, and there was considerable loss of apparatus and ap- 
pliances of instruction. 

By a liberal and timely appropriation made by the Mayor and Coun-, 
cil of the City of Atlanta, together with a part of the fees of the Fac- | 
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ulty, arising from instruction, we were enabled to make the necessary 
repairs upon the building, and, to a certain extent, to supply the defi- 
ciencies in apparatus and appliances. The expenditure of this donation 
was investigated by a Committee of the Faculty, consisting of Drs. J. P. 
Logan, D. C. O'Keefe, and J. G. Westmoreland, and the result of their 
investigation furnished to Dr. Thos. S. Powell, for the use of the City 
Council. , 

On the 31st day of August last, in a full Faculty meeting, the* fol* 
lowing resolutions were virtually passed unanimously : 

1st. Resolved, That the course pursued by Prof. Powell in the prose- 
cution of the enterprise, he calls the Ladies' Home, meets with the pos- 
itive disapprobation of his colleagues in the Faculty of the Atlanta 
Medical College. 

2d. Resolved, That the Faculty, from the information which they 
have, are satisfied that the Medical Profession in Georgia, generally, are 
opposed to Prof. Powell's course in conducting this enterprise. 

3d. Resolved, That the Faculty feel that the interests of the Institu- 
tion is likely to suffer from the course of Prof. Powell, and that they 
are disinclined to cooperate win him further as a member of the Fac- 
ulty ; they therefore, request his resignation. 

On motion of Dr. J. G. Westmoreland, seconded by Dr. Stout, these 
resolutions were adopted by ayes four, nays none; Dr. Logan having 
asked the Faculty to excuse him from voting, Dr. O'Keefe declining to 
vote." 

Since Dr. Powell's connection with the Institution, charges of unpro- 
fessional conduct have been freely urged against him, and while the 
Faculty felt deeply greived and mortified that one of their colleagues 
should be amenable to such charges, still as the evils complained of 
were of a local character, and consequently local in their influence, they 
declined taking any official action upon them. But when, in the estab- 
lishment of the Institution called the Ladies' Home, the Profession 
abroad became unfavorably impressed toward Dr. Powell, and through 
him, toward the College, the Faculty felt in duty bound, in defense of 
their cherished Institution and their own reputation, to adopt the course 
indicated. 

The occasion does not permit us to give the evidence in detail upon 
what these accusations are founded ; it is enough to know that they 
are generally entertained by the Profession, and that the Institution 
in question is generally regarded as an imposition upon the public. 
We need not remind your honorable body that Medical Colleges are 
dependant almost solely upon the good-will of the Profession, ana hence 
the necessity of carefully cherishing it. 

When the action embraced in the foregoing resolutions was taken, 
certain members of the Faculty, whilst they could not, nor did not sus- 
tain Dr. Powell, still did not then deem it opportune or expedient, but 
the course pursued by him since that time has convinced them of its 
unavoidable necessity. 

In view of the facts stated in the foregoing communication, 
Resolved, That we cannot, as a Faculty, hold any further connection 
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with Dr. Powell, and that Dr. H. V. M. Miller, of Rome, is hereby 
considered a proper selection, and that we fill the Chair of Obstetrics, 
as we have heretofore always done, by the appointment of Dr. Miller. 

Resolved further, That the foregoing communication and these reso- 
lutions, be transmitted to the Board of Trustees, with the expression of 
the hope that harmony and co-operation, such as have heretofore existed 
between the Trustees and Faculty, may be perpetuated, and that no act 
of the Faculty has been intended to show disrespect or want ot confis 
dence in that body. 

Resolved, That the various acts of the Faculty, in the absence of the 
advantages (for want of organization of the Board) of friendly advice 
from the Trustees, we hope, and believe, will be regarded by them as 
the best means, in the opinion of the Eaculty, for the prosperity and 
well-being of the Institution. 

[Signed.] A. MEANS, President Faculty. 

D. C. O'Keefe, Sec'y Protem. 
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November, 14, 1866. 

The following resolution was offered, to-wit : 

Resolved, That in the communication which we have received from 
the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, we recognize as Professors 
in said College, Drs. A. Means, Thomas S. Powell, J. G. Westmore- 
land, and W. F. Westmoreland only. The other gentlemen whose 
names appear in the communication above referred to as acting with the 
before named Professors, are not recognized by this body as Profes- 
sors of said College. 

W T hich, upon motion, was adopted. 

Whereas, It is manifest from information received by this " Body," 
that there are serious difficulties existing among the Professors of the 
Atlanta Medical College, and that while there are charges against indi- 
vidual members of the Faculty, there are no specifications made upon 
which this body can act intelligibly. 

Resolved, Therefore, if these matters are not settled before the next 
meeting of this Board, between said Professors, or that if said local diffi- 
culties are irreconciliable, specifications must be presented to this Board 
to justify action, and that if said difficulties are not settled on specifica- 
tions presented, it is the sense of this .Board that the members of said 
Faculty be, and they are hereby requested to resign their several re*» 
speciive Chairs, and that each member of the Faculty be presented with 
a copy of this resolution, properly certified. 

Which resolution was adopted. 

This was reconsidered on November 27, 1866. See Dr. Powell's 
letter, November 22d. 

Resolved, That our members in the Legislature, now in session, be, 
and they are hereby requested to have the act of the General Assembly, 
" Entitled an act to amend the charter of the Atlanta Medical College," 
■which amendment was passed in the year 1858, repealed, for the 
reason that the same was procured to be passed without the consent, 
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knowledge or approbation of the Truestees, Corporators of, the said 
College. 

On motion, 

Resolved, That the Secretary furnish a copy of the foregoing reso- 
lution properly authenticated to our members in the Legislature. 

Which resolution was adopted. 

Atlanta, November 21, 1866. 

D. 

Col John Collier, Sec'y B'd Trustees Atlanta Med' I Col : Sir— Tt is 
made my duty to transmit to the Board of Trustees of the Atlanta 
Medical College, through yourself, an official copy of the following res- 
olution, passed by the Faculty of said Institution, at their meeting on 
the 20th instant. 1 have the honor to be, Colonel, very respectfully, 
your obedient servant, D. C. O'Keefe, Sec'y Faculty. 

" Resolved, That while the Faculty deeply regret the want of har- 
mony and co operation between the Board of Trustees and themselves, 
as indicated by the recent resolutions of the former, addressed to certain 
members of the Faculty, they beg leave to say that acting, as they be- 
lieved, in accordance with 'heir privileges and duties as assigned them 
by the charter and act of the Legislature of 1858, and in justice to the 
claims and honor of the graduates of the Institution since that time, 
the> feel constrained, most respectfully, to decline the recognition of the 
conclusions reached by your body in the premises. Nothing but a 
sense of duty, we beg leave to assure the Board, would have induced 
them to adopt this dissentient conclusion in the matter involved." 
[Signed.] A. Means, Pres't Faculty. 

D. C. O'Keefe, Sec'y Faculty. 

E. 

Atlanta, Ga., Nov. 22, 1866. 

To the Board of Trustees of the Atlanta Medical College : 

Gentlemen: — Your communication of the 14th inst., has just been 
received. I have not heard from the Faculty, and do not know what 
they propose to do. You know my position — my character as a gen- 
tleman and as a teacher. You can dispose of me as you think best, for 
the interest and honor of the Institution. 

Yours, with the highest esteem, TH03. S. POWELL. 

F. 

November 27, 1866. 
On motion of Jared I. Whitaker, a Committee of three, consisting f 
.T.u-.l I. Whitaker, Dr. Simmons and Judge Eznrd, was appointed by 
the Pr.^i.U-nt to reconcile, if possible, the difficulties existing between 
the members of the Faculty proper. 
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Dec. 14, 1866. 

Whereas, by the action of the Board heretofore taken, respecting the 
amendment of the Legislature to the original charter, there are three 
Chairs made vacant, to wit : Physiology, Anatomy, and a new Chair of 
Surgical and Pathological Anatomy, and by the resignation of Dr. J. 
P. Logan, the Chair of Practice is made vacant : 

Resolved, That said Chairs will be filled by an election of this Board 
on the 2nd Monday in January next, and that a notice to that effect be 
published in one of the city papers, and that applicants be invited to 
present their claims; which preamble and resolution was, on motion, 
taken up. Jared I. W hi taker offered as a substitute, a communication 
from the Dean of the Faculty, which substitute, upon motion of J. 0. 
McDaniel, was laid on the table for the present. The vote was then 
taken upon the Preamble and Resolution, which was adopted. 

Whereas, Dr. T. S. Powell was, by the Faculty of the Atlanta Med- 
ical College, invited to resign his Chair as Professor of Obstetrics and 
Diseases of Women and Children, which he declined to do, appealing 
to the Board of Trustees, and whereas, said Board of Trustees having 
called upon said Faculty for charges, specifications and proof against 
said Dr. Powell, which they have failed to furnish, 

Therefore, Resolved, That we know nothing against Dr. Powell, either 
of our own knowledge, by report or otherwise, derogatory to his char- 
acter, standing or ability as a gentleman, scholar, or Professor, and take 
pleasure in adding our testimony in behalf of his ability, honor, integ- 
rity and efficiency, and earnestly request that he shall retain his position 
in said College, and continue, as heretofore, faithfully and skilfully to 
perform the high trust reposed in him ; which was adopted. 

The Committee appointed at the last meeting to confer with the, 
Faculty, propose to see if tho difficulties existing between the members 
of the Faculty, could not be adjusted. Through their Chairman, Jared 
I. Whitaker reported that after making an effort at adjustment, they 
were unable to accomplish anything ; which report, on motion, was 
adopted. 

H. 

Gentlemen of the Special Committee : Yours of the 20th im>t., asking 
me for statement in regard to appropriation by City Council in 1866, 
for the benefit of the Atlanta Medical College, has been received. ■ 

Sometime in the early part of 1866, in compliance with a petition 
signed by Dr. T. S. Powell, and a portion of the Trustees of the Col- 
lege, a resolution was adopted by Council appropriating $5,000 in bonds 
of the city, for the benefit of the College, for the purpose of repairing 
the building, &c. -V j 

The bonds were turned over to Dr. Powell as agent for the faculty, 
with the promise that when the funds should have been expended and 
improvements completed, that he would make a report to the Council. 

After some months' delay in making such report, and after I had sev- 
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eral times called upon Dr. Powell for it, he sent in a communication 
stating that the bonds had been sold for $4,250,00, and the proceeds 
turned over to the Treasurer of the Faculty, and that the Bocks of the 
Dean showed the expenditures in a manner not satisfactory to him, and 
that he could not make a satisfactory report, asking that a Committee 
from the City Council be appointed to investigate and report thereon. 
A Committee, consisting of myself as Chairman, and Mess. Bell and 
Mead was appointed. 

Three practical mechanics, all of whom were contractors, were select- 
ed to examine and report upon the repairs, etc. The Committee from 
the City Council accompanied the mechanics to the institution, and I, as 
Chairman of the Committee, told them to take into consideration the 
high prices of material, etc., and be as liberal as possible. The report 
of the mechanics was as follows: 

Atlanta, Ga., Oct. 26, 1866. 

RoUt. Crawford, Chairman, &c. — We have examined the work at the 
Medical College, as directed by you, and respectfully submit the follow- 
ing report : 

We report what the work would have been worth, if well done. 
In the Chemical Lecture Room and Amphitheatre, as it is done, we 
are at a loss to know what to report. We think the materials would 
be worth as much in the rough state, as they are in their present con- 
dition : 

Chemical Lecture Room. .367.00 

Laboratory 10.00 

General Lecture Room 100.00 

Amphitheatre 616 00 

Hospital 350.00 

Enclosure 133.50 

Resetting cornice and repairing blinds ..75.00 

P aiating, i25.00 



$1,776.50 
It will be recollected that the contractors reported what the work 
would have been worth, if well done. Also that in regard to the two 
heaviest items, they said the material would have been worth as much 
in the rough state. One of said contractors, at least, told me that he 
would like to take just such a contract, and do the work in good style, 
for $1,500,00. My opinion is that the improvement — if improvement 
it was — could have been made t s it was for less than $1000,00, which 
would have been quite a saving, as over $4,000 was reported to have 
been expended. Yours, truly, ROB'T. CRAWFORD 

Atlanta, Ga., June 27th, 1871. 
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Origin of Fulton County Medical Society, and a Synopsis of its acts 
vpon the "College Question." 

Soon after the surrender, most of the physicians, who had lived in 
Atlanta before and during the earlier period of the war, returned to 
resume the duties of their profession. There was also quite an influx 
of doctors from other parts, attracted perhaps by Atlanta's rapidly 
increasing population and her commensurate prosperity. The old 
li Atlanta Medical Society " was revived. In doing this, it was deemed 
proper to form and adopt a new constitution. A committee was 
accordingly appointed to draft one. This committee incorporated a 
clause admitting gentle nen engaged in the practice of medicine, but 
who held no diplomas, to the rights and privileges of membership in 
the Society. Among the advocates of this important measure were 
found most of the then existing Faculty of Atlanta Medical College 
and their friends. The innovation was strenuously opposed by a large 
number of the Society, but not enough for success. The majority pre- 
vailed and the objectionable clause became a part of the constitution. 
Regarding this act as subversive of the best interests of the profession, 
the minority — a large and respectable one — seceded. Shortly after- 
wards, at a meeting of regular physicians held in the office of Dr. 
Edwin S. Ray, Whitehall street, Atlanta, on April 2d, 18fi6, the 
Fulton County Medical Society was born. One week later, the new 
Society met, elected its officers, and entered at once, and with a vim, 
upon its mission — the local protection of our wounded ethics and the 
cultivation of legitimate medicine. 

The Medical Association of Georgia, whose) meeting had been sus- 
pended by the war, since April, 1861. assembled at Atlanta, June 21«t, 
1866. To this meeting, the Fulton County Medical Society made its 
first report, in which were stated the causes which led to its existence 
and the objects it had in view. Through its influence, a motion was 
made "that the portion of the constitution authorising the admission of 
State licentiates to membership in the Association be stricken out." 
In this connection, it is proper to state that Dr. Joseph P. Logan, a 
member of the Faculty, made a speech in favor of the motion.. After 
considerable discussion, the further consideration of the subject was 
postponed to the next meeting of the Association. 

On the 10th day of October, 1866, Dr. Thomas S. Powell was 
elected a member of Fulton County Medical Society — six months after 
its organization. Certain persons, inimical to the Society, have said 
that ft was formed in the interest of Dr. Powell— a " Powell clique." 
This is all untrue and totally unsustained by the facts. Dr. P.'s view* 
of ethical law, and the admission of licentiates into the State and sub- 
ordinate Medical Bodies were in harmony with those of the Society, 
and he was accordingly admitted a member of the same. The Society 
had published her aims and policy lung before his admission, nor could 
they afford to forsake them merely because that gentleman endorsed 
her course. 
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The above statement is made to show that the organization of Fulton 
County Medical Society hud no sort of connection with the "college 
question," but was the result of the action already mentioned on the 
part of the old Atlanta Medical Society. 

At the meeting of the Georgia Medical Association, held at Griffin, 
Ga., April, 1807, the representatives of Fulton County Medical Society- 
brought before that body the action of the Atlanta Medical Society in 
admitting non graduates to membership. A resolution, offered by Dr. 
Louis H. Orme, then a member of F. C. M. S., was passed, requiring 
Atlanta Medical Society to strike out the objectionable clause in its 
o< institution or be refused representation in the Association. That 
Society subsequently complied with this requirement. Soon after, a 
proposition was made to Fulton County Medical Society by the Atlanta 
Medical Society to amalgamate under a new organization and name. 
Fn the meantime, however the controversy between the old Board of 
Trustees of Atlanta Medical College and the then existing Faculty had 
commenced. Fulton County Medical Society declined to assent 10 the 
proposed union, because of the questionable ethical standing of certain 
members of Atlanta Medical Society, who were also members of the 
College Faculty. Nor did Fulton County Medical Society desire to 
change her name — a name so intimately associated with recent impor- 
tant ethical reforms. 

The difficulties between the old Board of Trustees and the Faculty- 
assumed a phase wherein tlu honor and dignity of the profession were 
directly involved, by the effort on the part of the latter to usurp the 
prerogatives of the former, and declaring to themselves the right to 
act independently of the Board in the management of the College and 
•in the graduation of its students. 

Seeing the vast interests at stake to the profession, and believing it a 
duty required by the Code of Medical Ethics, to report so serious an 
innovation, Fulton County Medical Society, in 18G8, appointed a com- 
•mitten tv. carry the matter for investigation into the Georgia Medical 
Association, which was soon to meet in Augusta. It was accordingly 
don.-. Here the duty, of Fulton County Medical Society ended. 

The Association took the controversy in hand and passed its sen- 
tence against the Faculty and College, declaring the acts unprofessional 
and the Institution irregular. The subsequent events pertaining to this 
unpleasant business will be found recorded in the able and faithful report 
•of the Georgia Medical Society of Savannah. In conecting the evils 
referred to, the Association has always had an earnest co operator in 
Fulton County Medical Society. 

Tin- Faculty, not content with opposing the Board of Trustees and 
graduating students independently of its authority, publicly assailed the 
motives and acts of the Association meeting held in Augusta, in a "me- 
morial" addled to the Legislature. The language of the paper was 
of n,k h a character as to cause the Association to demand its retraction. 
JhiK the Faculty, it seems, did not do to the satisfaction of that Body 
and they were accordingly expelled at Macon, 1870. 

Fulton County Medical Society, feeliDg in honor bound to observe to 



67 

the letter the decision of the Association, framed a series of resolutions, 
in which it was declared that no member of the Society could \w%&t 
affiliate with, or recognize, professionally, the gentleman who had been 
thus expelled, or those who, in defiance of the Association, would in 
future consult or affiliate wiih them. 

This action of the Society caused the Professional friends and sup- 
porters of the expelled Society to " take sides" for or against the Ethics, 
which resulted in a few withdrawals from Fulton County Medical So- 
ciety, "and the organization of Atlanta Academy of Medicine. The Acad- 
emy embraced in its membership not only members of the expelled 
Faculty, but any medical man, of whatever standing, who would join. 
It even received into fellowship young men who had been graduated in 
Atlanta Medical College subsequent to the time when the Association 
had declared they could not be recognized as Doctors of Medicine. This 
course, on the part of some of the Profession in Atlanta, necessitated 
the introduction of the protest of the Society against the seating of any 
member or members of the Academy, in the Association at Americus, 
1871, a history of which will be found in the Report of the Delegate 
of the Fulton County Medical Society to that Body. In justification 
of the Ethical views contained in said protest, the reader is referred to 
the action of the American Medical Association, at Washington, in the 
case of Dr. David M. Reese, who had endorsed the medical qualifica- 
tions of an expelled member. Dr. R. was forced, not only to apologise, 
but to express regret, without mental reservation, or suffer the penalty of 
expulsion. The case offers a point-blank parallel. 



To the President of the Board of Trustees of the Atlanta Medical 

College : 

The Faculty of the Institution under your supervision being earnestly 
desirous of terminating amicably the difference existing between them 
and the Trustees, without further litigation, beg leave to submit, through 
you to the Board, that you represent the following basis of settle- 
ment, viz : 

1st. That the original charter of the College and the amendment 
thereto, be superceded by a new charter, to be obtained as early as prac- 
ticable, which shall be mutually acceptable to the Trustees and Faculty. 

2d. That until such charter is obtained, the Faculty shall have the 
power of nominating proper persons to fill all vacancies which may 
occur, and the Trustees the power of approving or rejecting such nomi- 
nations. 

3d. That the Faculty shall consist, until altered by future action of 
the Faculty and Trustees, of seven regular Professors and one Emeritus 
Professor, as follows, viz : 

Thomas S. Powell, M. D., Emeritus Professor. 

A. Means, M. D., Professor of Medical and General Chemistry. 

D. C. O'Keefe, M. D. Professor of Theory and Practice of Medicine. 

W. F. Westmoreland, M. D., Professor of Principles and Practice 
of Surgery. 



H. V. M. Miller, M. D , Professor of Obstetrics and Diseases of 
Women and Children. 

Ebin Hillyer, M. D., Professor of Institutes of Medicine. 

S. H. Stout, M. D., Professor of Anatomy. 

J. G. Westmoreland, M. D. Professor of Materia Medica and Thera- 

peutics. 

4th. As a part of this settlement, it is understood that the Faculty 
rescind all action heretofore had in relation to Prof. T. S. Powell. 

A. Means, 
Chairman Faculty Atlanta Medical College. 

DEFENCE. 
Dr. J. J. Knott, Chairman of the Special Committee : 

Dear Sir : — I would be recreant to the warm feelings of my heart 
should I fail earnestly to thank your Committee for the justice you 
have done me in your faithful and impartial history of this unfortunate 
controversy. My defence before the Board of Trustees, which jou 
have thought necessary to publish, was, as you are well aware, not in- 
tended for the public eye. For over four years it has quietly reposed 
in the archives of the Board, and now has been brought to public 
view by a Committee of your Society in the interest of truth, and for 
the good of the Profession. And allow me to say that, knowing all 
the facts in this controversy, in reviewing the history put forth by your 
Committee, and by order of your Society, I am proud of the high 
and dignified tone with which it is written, and the faithfulness with which 
it has been confined to the records. It reveals the strange and ungen- 
erous conduct of my former colleagues in combining for the private 
and Professional ruin of a friend and brother. It also reveals the 
fact that, while I never failed to strenuously oppose all I believed to be 
morally and professionally wrong in the conduct of my colleagues in* 
the management of the Institution, at the time the wrong was at- 
tempted to be perpetrated, it is also beyond question, shows that I 
never attempted to expose their errors until they attempted to put 
them into execution to my ruin, and to the degredation of my profes- 
sion, and to the sacrifice of a principle which gives vitality to every 
protective enactment ever passed by any Legislature in the United 
States; but, on the contrary, to establish one in its stead by which 
men could legally steal. But for the principle established in the Dart- 
mouth College case, viz : that no Legislature, no power, should change 
a franchise right without the consent of the corporators, every man in 
Georgia would have to have an agent to watch the Legislature from the 
time it opened until it closed, to prevent some man from legally robbing 
him of his rights and property. It was for this reason that a ma- 
jority of the old Board of Trustees sustained me and my positions. 
It was not their determination to sustain error that I or any one else 
should be upheld before the public, but it was a determination to sup- 
port the truth— to do justice to all parties and maintain the law. Had 
this principle contiolled a majority of the new Board, this controversy 
would have been long since settled— -the defunct College might have 



been second to none id the land, and the profession of the State in 
peace and harmony ; but, so long as good men allow themselves 
deceived and made to endose error to cover up the wrongs of private 
friends and kindred, even at the sacrifice of the rights and character of 
a stranger, much less at the sacrifice of principle, which involves the 
interest of all, and their own integrity, there can be no harmony, no 
security— the laws of God forbid it. 

I am glad to see that you have endeavored to do all sides full jus- 
tice, as will be seen on every page, more particularly as you publish 
the letter of the Faculty in appendix B. 

I have never desired for my own individual acquital and protection, 
the publication of the true history of the controversy, but I may be par- 
doned when I say the sacred character of truth and the high principles 
of the Profession alone required it. An attentive reading of your 
compilation will satisfy, I believe, every upright heart that in opposing 
every wrong and ethical violation by the Faculty at its very inception, 
I have adhered faithfully and honestly to both civil, moral and ethical 
law. No position taken by me was assumed as a convenient policy af- 
ter the difficulty arose; but upon the spot, long before a difficulty was 
dreamed of by me, I opposed (as you have clearly shown) the admend- 
ment ab initio before it was even passed by the Legislature. It is said, 
and circulated all over the State, that I acted under the amendment 
which your history clearly proves to be false. 

It also proves what I have always stated, that no member of the Fac- 
ulty ever acted under it, or regarded it as binding, until, under the pre- 
text of dislodging me from the College, its provisions were adroitly 
given the color of law. 

But it appears from your history, that the Faculty declared, in the 
bill of injunction, they had acted under it in 1859; which, they must 
mean, was done by agreeing that a part of my Chair — namely, "The 
treatment of the diseases of women and children," might be placed to 
that of Physiology. Dr. Logan well knows that this change was not 
made by authority of the amendment; but that he contended that his 
Chair of Physiology conferred upon him no practical advantages, and 
begged me, as a friend, to allow the change for his special benefit as a 
practitioner. As a matter of courtesy, I consented to allow him the 
practical advantages he sought, and it was so made public in the an- 
nouncement. He never, however, uttered one word, nor did he deliver 
one lecture upon either — contenting himself with the bare announce- 
ment of the purported fact, to the people. As a proof of this state- 
ment, in I860, when he was recommended to be transferred from the 
Chair of Physiology to that of Practice, not one word was said of the 
appendage he had sought to be affixed to Physiology ; but it reverted 
to my Chair without objection or comment— the fact being well under- 
stood that I had simply loaned it to him for his personal advancement 
in the practice. 

Dr. Logan knows these statements to be true, which is proven by 
the admission he makes in a recent pamphlet, of which, no doubt, he is 
the real author, wherein is stated that the only exercise of power "ever 
employed by the Faculty," was their action against me. 
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This bill also gave the idea that the amendment was procured because 
the original Charter was defective. 

If that was the reason at the time of the writing of the bill, they 
certainly had others before. 1 will enumerate a few of these reasons : 
1st. That it was intended to protect the Faculty at some future time, 
(not clearly seen,) when the Board of Trustees might attempt to im- 
pose upon the College — they having the undoubted authority to elect 
Professors, and to controll the Institution, as they admitted — a Hydro- 
pathic or Homeopathic Professor. 

2nd. In 1806, when Dr. J. G. Westmoreland and myself appeared 
before the Judiciary Committee, he was asked why he desired the 
amendment, to which he replied, that he did not wish to trouble the 
Trustees to assemble at the Commencements. 

Your history shows this, as well the fact that the Board never regard- 
ed it binding, which the acts of the Faculty, in submitting to the Board 
the election of Professors, conclusively affirms. Hence, I assert, if all the 
positions taken by me from the time I entered the Institution, be proven 
to have been correct, and in strict harmony with the law and the senti- 
ments of the profession, then the course taken by my opposers, to meet 
them, have been illegal and unprofessional. Indeed, so unmanly and 
slanderous were the charges made against me, that, under the advice of 
some of the most prominent of my fellow-citizens, both in and out of 
the profession, I have appealed to the Courts of my country, that after 
a lull and impartial investigation of these charges, in no other way to 
be had, my private character might be put upon trial for its honor and 
respectability. 

1 have pursued this course under the impulse of the same motives 
which have always inspired me to oppose the illegal and unprofessional 
acts of these parties — for the cause of truth, for the good of a pure 
society, and for the honor and principles of my profession. Therefore, 
having pursued this course for the reasons given, and as the allusion 
made to me in this late bastard document, entitled, "A statement of 
facts," is but a poor re-hash of a part of the charges made in the 
movement, I will not suffer myself to go further than to say to the 
gentlemen, that, at the proper time, they will be required to prove the 
charges preferred against me, or fasten upon themselves the charge of 
willful raiders upon reputation and despoilers of character — as slan- 
derers. While 1 am willing, gentlemen, to make any sacrifice of per- 
sonal claims or feeling to estaolish peace, promote harmony, and insure 
brotherly love among the members of the profession, I am not willing 
to sacrifice one item of the truth, or iota of principle. 1 am unwilling 
to )ield up these, that truth may be crushed and error may triumph. 
Truth, the purest, brightest, holiest principle of heaven, can never stoop 
from th* throne of Jehovah to strike hands with falsehood. Were it to 
do so, angels would hide their faces, and lament over a dethroned Deity. 
To compromise truth with error secures power to no one, but always, 
so- nor or later, widens the breach and increases the difficulty. This is 
my settled conviction — hence I never did and never expect to favor or 
atnpt a compromise in which an established principle is involved, but 
I have always been willing to relinquish individual rights and to make 
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personal sacrifices for the accommodation of friends, or for the sake of 
peace and harmony, retaining the principle, as will be seen by the facts 
set forth in your history, clearly showing that I was at all times will- 
ing to yield to my colleagues in the management of every department 
of the College, so long as they did not violate any principles of law or 
Ethics, which would effect the interest of others, and some day, in the 
revolution of times and circumstances, reflect dishonor upon us as gen- 
tlemen of common honesty and professional integrity. Again, when 
this difficulty reached the Trustees, it will be seen that I placed my per- 
sonal interests and franchised rights at the disposition of the Board, with 
the caution, however, in order to protect the principle involved, that 
whatever they should do in relation to me, they ought to protect the 
principle upon which all true idea and conception of human right was 
based. This same self sacrificing spirit I think is clearly exhibited in my 
loaning Dr. Logan part ot my Chair for his private benefit. But 1 even 
maintained the principle, and never yielded up my right to hold the " ap- 
pendage to his Chair " whenever I saw fit and proper to claim and de^ 
mand it. This was never contested, which is proven by the reversion 
of the " appendage " to me without instruction on the part of either the 
Board or Faculty — as a natural consequence, and as a matter of course. 

While 1 stand to-day guiltless before the old and new Boards of 
Trustees, your Society, the Association, and the world, and while it 
would be a violation of all justice to go back of these, I would be will- 
ing, as I have already said, to relinquish any personal interests or rights 
for the establishment of peace, harmony, and brotherly love in the pro- 
fession, provided this could be done without sacrificing the truth to the 
damage of others, leaving the truth pure and untarnished — yet, to sacri- 
fice these, and to stigmatize my professional bretheren I am unwilling, 
and never can be forced to do. 

Before concluding my remarks, it might be expected of me to notice 
the insinuations made by Dr. Logan in his poor, " lame, and impotent 
conclusion," styled his reply to the pretest of your Society. The game 
is not worth the ammunition — however small the quantity. 

Yours respectfully, 

Thos. S. Powell, M. D. 



REPORT. 

Savannah, Ga., April 19, 1871- 

To the Georgia Medical Society of Georgia : 

Your delegates to the Twenty-second Anniversary meeting of 
the Georgia Medical Assembled in Americus on the 12th instant, 
respectfully offer the following report : 

The proceedings of the meeting, so far as participated in by 
your delegates, were of a character which excited in them feelings 
of the deepest regret, feelings which they know will be shared by 
this body, when informed of the nature of the transactions re- 
ferred to. 

In order to lay before you as clearly as possible, the character 
of the course pursued by the majority at the meeting in Americus, 
it will be necessary to recite briefly, in the order of their occur- 
rence, all the facts connected with the Atlanta controversy : 

1. The Atlanta Medical College was incorporated in 1354, under 
a charter of the usual character, which charter was in 1858 
amended or altered, (it is said at the instance of the Dean of the 
Faculty, without the concurrence or knowledge of the Trustees.) 
The amended charter gave to the Faculty unusual, and, as many 
believed, dangerous powers. The character of the original charter, 
and also of the amended one, will be seen in the following extracts, 
from the minutes of the meeting of the Association held at Augusta 
in April, 18b8. 

At this meeting the following preamble and resolution were 
offered by Dr. Crawford, of Atlanta:* 

"Whereas, Section VI. of a Bill incorporating the Atlanta 
Medical College reads as follows : 

Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That the Trus- 
tees, together with the regular Professors, shall constitute a Board, 
who are hereby authorized and empowered to confer the Degree 
of Doctor of Medicine upon such applicants, in such manner, and 
at BUoh times, and under such circumstances, as may to the Board 
seem fit and proper ; provided the applicants shall have attended 
two full courses of lectures in said College, or one in said College, 
and one in some other respectable Medical College or University. 

And whereas, this section of the Bill was amended by an act of 
the same authority to read : 

"The Professors and Trustees shall constitute a board, who are 

•riissa^.s marked us quotations arc extracts from the minutes of meetings. 
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hereby authorized and empowered to confer the Degree of Doctor 
of Medicine upon such applicants, in such manner, at such times, 
and under such circumstances, as may to the Professors seem fit 
and proper ; and the said Professors shall have power to change 
the chair of, remove, or fill the vacancy by the resignation or 
otherwise, of any member of their faculty. 

And whereas, The Trustees reject this amendment, and decline 
to recognise the gentlemen appointed as Professors under its pro- 
visions ; and whereas, the Trustees decline allowing their names 
to appear in connection with the announcement for the next course 
of lectures ; be it therefore 

Resolved, That this Association, having adopted the Code of 
Ethics of the American Medical Association, cannot recognize the 
Atlanta Medical College as a regular institution, nor such persons 
as may hereafter graduate under the present provisions of that 
College, as Doctors of Medicine." 

Dr. L. A. Dugas moved that the resolution be referred to a com- 
mittee of three, to report at the next annual meeting of the Asso- 
ciation. 

This motion was lost, and after some discussion, further consid- 
sideration of the subject was postponed until the afternoon session. 

AFTERNOON SESSION. 

Dr. Ridley moved a reconsideration of the motion of Dr. Dugas, 
to refer Dr. Crawford's resolution to a committee to report at next 
meeting. 

This motion was lost. 

Upon motion, Drs. Owen, White and Crawford were appointed 
a committee to prepare a suitable preamble as a substitute for the 
one offered by Dr. Crawford, and that the meeting take a recess 
of ten minutes. 

The meeting having again been called to order, the following 
was presented by Dr. Sam. White, chairman of committee : 

"Whereas, The above-named charter confers unusual and ex- 
traordinary powers upon the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege, whereby they are authorized to confer the degree of M. D. 
on persons regardless of time or condition, save as to said faculty 
may seem fit and proper ; therefore 

Resolved, That we cannot recognize the graduates of said Col- 
lege that may hereafter receive their diplomas under the amended 
charter aforesaid." 

This preamble and resolution was adopted as a substitute for 
the preamble and resolutions of Dr. Crawford. 

SECONDLY. 

At the succeeding session of the Legislature of the State of 
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Georgia a petition came before that body, asking the repeal of the 
objectionable amendment and the restoration of the original char- 
ter of the Atlanta Medical College. Pending the action of the 
Legislature, on the 3d of October, 1868, or previous thereto, the 
Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College presented to th it body a 
memorial, which was also printed in pamphlet and distributed over 
the State, which memorial contained the following statements re- 
lative to the Association which had met in Augusta, in April, 
1868, vis: 

v ' That the action of this Association which repudiated the At- 
lanta Medical College as a regular institution, had in it " An ut- 
ter absence of all the elements of truth," and that the Annual 
Session of this Association, in 1868, was a Meeting of Physicians 
assuming to represent the Medical Profession of the State, and 
that such Annual Meeting was made up, almost entirely, of the 
Dr. Powell clique, of the City of Atlanta, and of members of rival 
Schools, and that the whole affair (Association Meeting) was got- 
ten up and consummated for the very purpose of injuring the At- 
lanta Medical College. That the voice of the State Medical So- 
ciety and of the Profession was not heard. That the Meetings of 
this Association are seldom attended by any but resident Physi- 
cians, and a few others who have some interest to advance. That 
the Annual Session in Augusta, as evinced by the names and votes, 
was such a meeting of persons with interest to advance." 

They also, in the same memorial, disavowed any intention to 
reflect upon the " Georgia Medical Association," thus making it 
perfectly clear that they persisted in the assertion that the meet- 
ing upon which they had heaped such insults was not a legitimate 
meeting of that body. The obnoxious features of the charter were, 
however, repealed during the session of the Lngislature in 1868, 
and the College placed, by law, in its original position. 

THIRDLY. 

At the meeting of the Association in 1869, in the city of Sa- 
vannah, Dr. R. P. Myers offered the following preamble and reso- 
lutions : 

Wiikkeas: On the 3d of October, 1868, a pamphlet was pub- 
lished by order of the Atlanta Medical College, and spread before 
the Legislature and country, in which it was charged that the ac- 
tion of this Association which repudiated the Atlanta Medical Col- 
as a regular institution, had in it J« An utter absence of all 
the elements of truth," and that the Annual Session of this Asso- 
ciation, in 1868, was a Meeting of Physicians assuming to repre- 
sent the Medical Profession of the State, and that such Annual 
Mming was mado up, almost entirely, of the Dr. Powell clique, 
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of the city of Atlanta, and of members of rival Schools, and that 
the whole affair (Association Meeting) was gotten up and consum- 
mated for the very purpose of injuring the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege. That the voice of the State Medical Society and of the Pro- 
fession was not heard. That the Meetings of this Association are 
seldom attended by any but resident Physicians, and a few others 
who have some interest to advance. That the Annual Session in 
Augusta, as evinced by the names and votes, was such a meeting 
of persons wi'th interest to advance. 

"And whereas, Every part and insinuation contained in the 
above recital of charges against this Association is false, and was 
uttered with a full knowledge, at the time, of all the facts and cir- 
cumstances in the case as they then existed and now exist : modi- 
fied by the fact that the course which this Faculty were endeavor- 
ing to bolster by such fabrication has been condemned by the Leg- 
islature and the country; a modification extremely damaging and 
condemnatory to them. This Association, with but one dissent- 
ing voice, at its last session placed the sentence of condemnation 
on the foculty in procuring the improper amendment of the Char- 
ter giving themseves unusual and unwarrantable powers. Yet in 
the face of the declared opinion of the Medical profession — in the 
face of improper and abused prerogative— in the face of protest 
and objection of the then existing Board of Trustees, they went 
on in disregard of the expressed will of the Trustees and the Pro- 
fession, held a session and conferred the degree of Doctor of Med- 
icine upon twenty-six young men who they knew would not be 
recognized as regular Physicians by the Georgia Medical Associa- 
tion. All of which conduct is, in the opinion of this Association, 
derogatory to the character of the profession, and could have been 
perpetrated only by men more bent upon selfish purposes than 
with a view to elevate the standard of their Profession. There- 
fore be it 

Resolved, That the then existing Faculty of the Atlanta Medi- 
cal College be not recognized by this body, so long as they let the 
above statements remain uncontradicted." 

Dr. Orme then read the following communication from the old 
Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College : 

"Atlanta, Ga., April 10th, 1869. 

At a meeting of the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College of 
1869, the following resolution was unanimously adopted, viz : 

Resolved, That this Faculty disavow any purpose to reflect 
upon the Medical Association of Georgia, either in the ' Memo- 
rial' presented to the Legislature of 1868, or upon any other oc- , 
casion, and that our Representatives, who may attend the meeting 
of said Association to be held in the City of Savannah on the 14th 
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inst. be, and they are hereby, instructed to present this disavowal, 
together with that contained in said Memorial." 

By order of the Faculty. 

Jesse Boring, M. D., 
Dean of the Faculty. 

Wm. S. Armstrong, D. M., 

Secretary. 

On motion of Dr. Battle, the Resolution of Dr. Myers was 
amended so as to read : 

" Resolved, That a proper self-respect on the part of this Asso- 
ciation requires of the former Faculty of the Atlanta Medical Col- 
lege a distinct and unequivocal withdrawal of the objectional lan- 
guage used in their recent Memorial, and such withdrawal must be 
through the public journals of the State." 

It was then adopted. 

FOURTHLY. 

In the afternoon session Dr. Chartres offered the following pre- 
amble and resolution : 

" Whereas, The irregularity of which this Association com- 
plained at its last session, in the Charter and managament of the 
Atlanta Medical College has been removed by the action of the 
last Legislature, and said College is now conducted upon princi- 
ples which this Association approve ; be it 

Resolved, That the Resolution adopted by the Association at 
its last session, discrediting the diplomas of the Atlanta Medical 
College, shall have no reference to Diplomas that may be confer- 
red by that Institution hereafter." 

Dr. Harris moved to amend the resolution by adding the follow- 
ing : 

" Provided the present Faculty, under the new Charter, will 
repudiate the action of the Faculty existing at the time of the 
passage of the resolution, during the meeting at Augusta." 

This amendment was adopted, when the preamble and resolution 
were, on motion, adopted. 

FIFTHLY. 

On the third day, in the afternoon session, Dr. L. H. Orme of- 
fered the following : 

Vmikkkas, The gentlemen connected with the former Faculty 
of the Atlanta Medical College have sent a formal and respectful 
communication to this body disclaiming and disavowing any in- 
tention to reflect upon this Georgia Medical Association. There- 
fore 

Resolved, That their disclaimer be accepted and placed upon 
the Minutes." v 

Seconded by Dr. Bulloch. 
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Dr. Battle moved that it be laid on the table. Seconded and 
carried. 

A division was then called for, when the Chair ruled it out, and 
said the whole proceeding was out of order." 

This resolution was manifestly out of order, as the same matter 
had already been decided the day before. 

SIXTHLY. 

At the meeting of the Association in Macon, 1870, in the after- 
noon session of the second day, Dr. Harriss moved to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of reading communications from the Trus- 
tees and Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, which motion 
was carried. 

Dr. Myers, Secretary, read the letters and papers above refer- 
red to. 

Upon the reading of these papers it was evident that there was 
no intention manifested by the Faculty to disavow or^retract the 
imputations which they had, in the memorial, cast upon the meet- 
iug of the Association in Augusta. We regret that we have no 
copy of these papers. 

" Dr. Crawford moved to lay the communications from the At- 
lanta Medical College on the table. Seconded and carried. 

Dr. Crawford offered the following : 

Whereas, The late Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, 
having failed to comply with requirements of the "Georgia Med- 
ical Association" at Savannah: 

Be it Resolved, That their names be stricken from the roll of 
membership of this Association, with the exception of Dr. A. 
Means. 

Seconded and carried. 

We have thus, as we believe, presented a true record of all that 
had occurred bearing upon the subjects of disputes from the time 
when they were introduced into the Association until its meeting 
at Americus, on the 12th inst. 

It will be seen that from the beginning up to this time there had 
been no action of the Association tainted in the slightest degree 
with personality, or, in any way, connected with any personal 
quarrel or difficulty. 

Even though personal feeling might have influenced some of 
these who first brought the subject of complaint before the Asso- 
ciation, still the question remains — a question to be decided by 
every member of our Profession himself, namely : Was the organ- 
ization of the College in Atlanta such as he could approve. 

Shall we refrain from opposing wrong because the knowledge of 
the wrong comes to us through one actuated in its revelation by 
personal animosity towards the wrong doer ?. 
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That the majority of members present at the meeting in Augus- 
ta were not peculiar in their belief that the charter of the Atlan- 
ta College was objectionable is quite manifest, from the fact that 
the reform upon which they insisted — that is, the repeal of the 
objectionable amendment — was, under the pressure of public opin- 
ion, accomplished, and the original charter restored. It was for 
demanding this reform that the meeting at Augusta was insulted 
in the manner referred to. 

That the Association, then, no longer complained of the charter 
of the Atlanta College, is manifest from the resolution offered by 
Dr. Charters at the Savannah meeting, declaring that the irregu- 
laiity complained of at former meetings had been " re- 
move! by the last Legislature, and said College is now conducted 
upon principles which this Association approve." But the proviso 
to that resolution shows what was the real controversy between the 
Association and the Faculty of the College, to-wit : The unretract- 
ed imputations against the meeting of the Association in Augusta. 

That Faculty had repeatedly disclaimed any purpose to reflect 
upuu the Association. They had finally gone so far as to retract 
any language used by them which might seem to be disrespectful 
to that body. 

Bat let us now enquire how much was comprehended in that re- 
traction. »The accusation in the memorial against the meeting in 
Augusta was that it was " a meeting of Physicians assuming to 
represent the Medical Profession of the State" — made up almost 
entirely of "a private clique and members of rival schools" — 
u that the whole affair was gotten up and consummated for the very 
purpose of injuring the Atlanta school." 

Thi, and more, was said of that particular meeting. Of the 
me. tings of the Georgia Medical Association in general they say 
" the meetings of this Association are seldom attended by any but 
resident physicians and a few others who have some interest to 
advance." 

Now while they are able to persuade persons, not fully informed 
as to the facts of the controversy, that they have made ample re- 
ti-iictiou and disavowal, such as ought to be satisfactory to all the 
members of the Association, they .have refused, and do this day 
refuse, to retract one word which they have said derogatory to the 
ehatjH fcr of the meeting at Augusta, or of the majority of the 
hers of the Association present at its sessions. 

The members of the Faculty of the Atlanta College, with two 

ptions, declare that the meeting at Augusta was a meeting 

n up for a special and most disgraceful purpose; yet this 

■netting was more extensively advertised than any other meeting 

since the organization of the Association. 
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Special circulars were sent to every physician in the State 
whose address could be procured, and to every Post Office in the 
State where no physician was known to reside, with a request to 
postmasters to hand the same to some physician. 

The following is a copy of the Circular : 

Savannah, March 30, 1868. 
" To the Medical Profession of G-eorgia : 

" The next annual session of the Medical Association of the 
State of Georgia will be held in Augusta, commencing on the 8th 
day of April proximo. That the active existence of this body is 
of vital importance to the Medical Profession of our State, is too 
evident to require argument; and it is manifest that there never 
has been a time when the energetic and united action of our Pro- 
fession has been more urgently demanded than at present. 

"In the benefits arising from this organization every member of 
the Profession participates. 

" Shall the sacrifices necessary for the support of the Associa- 
tion be made by the few while the advantages derived are eagerly 
enjoyed by the many? It is believed that no Physician in the 
State who loves his profess-ion and desires its elevation and pros- 
perity will be absent from the approaching meeting unless detain- 
ed by the claims of some more important duty. 

(Signed) W. M. CHARTERS, President. 

T. S. POWELL, 1st Vice Pres't. 
DeS. FORD, 2d Vice Pres't. 

The Atlanta College was represented in that meeting. Two 
successive meetings of the Association endorsed the Augusta 
meeting and its action. As to the character of the gentlemen par- 
ticipating in the three meetings referred to we need scarcely say 
that they will compare favorably with those of the members pres- 
ent at any other meeting ever held by the Association, even if that 
held at Americus be included. 

We will now proceed to give a brief history of the course of 
events, so far as Ave were participants in them, which transpired in 
the meeting of the Georgia Medical Association, convened at 
Americus on the 12th inst. 

We found assembled a considerable number of medical gentle- 
men, consisting largely of graduates and other friends of the At- 
lanta Medical College, among whom were prominent some of the 
members of the old Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, who 
had been excluded at the last meeting of the Association. Some 
of these latter, while claiming no right to speak or vote, took an 
active part in the management of the affairs of the meeting. We 
mention this simply as a fact, without in any manner character- 
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izing it. Towards one expelled member of the Atlanta Faculty, 
Dr Miller, we have reason to entertain the most kindly feelings. 
We cheerfully say that we believe, from facts which have come to 
our knowledge, his name should not have been stricken from the 

roll of members. 

The first important movement in connection with the organiza- 
tion was the presentation, by the Fulton County Medical Society, 
of a protest against the admission of the members of the Atlanta 
Academy of Medicine, on the ground of their affiliation, in the or- 
ganization of that Academy, with the gentlemen expelled from 
the Association and with others, who, it was alleged, were guilty 
of irregular practices. The protest was submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Credentials, who reported that the exceptions against 
the members of thft Academy of Medicine, in the protest, were 
" valid, and in accordance with the ethics of the American Med- 
ical Association." The committee furnished a list of persons qual- 
ified to take seats in the organization of the Association. This 
list did not include the names of the members of the " Academy 
of Medicine" who were present. In objection to this list it wa3 
urged that permanent members, against whom there existed no 
charges previous to the assembly of this Association, could not be 
excluded in organizing the meeting in consequence of charges 
which could not come before that body until after it had been duly 
organized. The Committee on Credentials asked for instructions, 
and, on motion of Dr. Orme, one of the individuals protested 
against, were instructed to report the names of permanent members 
present, against whom no charges had been brought previous to the 
assembling of the present meeting , as entitled to seats* 

After the organization of the body the protest of the Fulton 
County Medical Society was regularly brought forward and read. 
This terminated the business of the first day. 

Soon after the opening of the morning session on the second day, 
Dr. Logan, who with others, had been charged in the protest, with 
offenses, was permitted to answer the protest, in behalf of himself 
and the Atlanta Academy of Medicine. He succeeded, as we 
think, in setting aside several of the charges against himself and 
his associates, although on others, according to our view of med- 
ical ethics, he was not equally successful. But anything like a 
regular trial of the issues made, was defeated by the course taken 
by the defence. For without affording opportunity for further 
inquiry into the truth of the charges against himself and others, 
Dr. Logan moved a preamble and resolution which had the effect 
of throwing out of the Association the entire protest, as well as all 
other subjects of difference between the Association and all per- 

*I>r Goldsmith is under the impression that Dr. Logan introduced the resolution in* 
struciing the Committee. 
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sons charged with any offence against it, in which the Faculty of 
the Atlanta College were in any way concerned. The following 
are the preamble and resolution of Dr. Logan, above mentioned : 

Whereas, The controversy between the Faculty of the Atlanta 
Medical College, the Atlanta Academy of Medicine, the Fulton 
County Medical Society, or members of the same, who are mem- 
bers of this body, or between said bodies or individuals and any 
other members of this Association, are of a personal character, 
and ought never to have been introduced into this body: 

Therefore resolved, That all action of this Association upon 
these controversies be rescinded, and be regarded as no longer a 
part of the archives of this body." 

Seconded by Dr. Stout, of Atlanta. 

The question was raised by Dr. Redwine, whether members un- 
der charges in the protest of the Fulton County Society could 
vote on questions affecting their own standing in the Association. 
The President said he was not well enough versed in Parliamenta- 
ry laws to decide the question, and referred it to the decision of 
the meeting, whereupon a motion was made and seconded to the 
following effect : That all members present who were charged with 
any offence in the protest of the Fulton County Society had a 
right to vote on questions affecting their own eligibility to seats in 
the convention. 

This motion was, of course adopted. 

Dr. Nottingham moved the adoption of the following as a sub- 
stitute for Dr. Logan's resolution : 

Resolved, That all matters involved in the protest of the Fulton 
County Medical Society and the answer of Dr. Logan thereto, be 
referred to a committee of five, consisting of the Committee on 
Credentials and two other members to be appointed by the chair, 
and that the committee be requested to report at the earliest pos- 
sible moment. 

This resolution, although it does not directly refer to all the 
matters involved in Dr. Logan's resolution, would have brought up 
the consideration of the whole controversy, and we had reason to 
hope and believe that, if it had prevailed, the whole difficulty 
could have been amicably settled. But the mover of the original 
resolution and his friends* would not give way, and a motion to lay 
the substitute on the table was decided in the affirmative by 34 
yeas to twenty nays. The resolution of Dr. Logan was then adopt- 
ed by 36 yeas to 13 nays, some five or six of its opponents pres- 
ent refusing to vote. 

Dr. Thomas then asked leave to present, for himself and others 
a protest against the course taken by the majority in the matter 
of the dispute between the Association and the Medical College of 
6 
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Atlanta, As it was late in the afternoon Dr. Logan moved that 
Dr. Thomas have leave to present for himself and others, in the 
morning, any respectful protest agiinst the course of the meeting. 
In the morning of the third diy, soon after the opening of the 
session, Dr. Thomas offered the following protest, which, after 
some captious opposition, was received and ordered to be spread 
upon the minutes 

PROTEST. 

The undersigned, members of the Georgia Medical Association 
respectfully but most earnestly protest against the course pursued 
by the majority of that body in its present meeting, in regard to 
the action of the last three meetings of the Association on the 
status of the Medical College of Atlanta and its former faculty, 
and upon other incidental matters of complaint growing out of this 
action. In refusing to refer the whole subject of difference to a 
committee, as proposed by Dr. Nottingham's resolution, and in 
passing Dr. Logan's resolution summarily rescinding the action of 
thr<e successive meetings — that in Augusta, in 1868 ; in Savan- 
nah, in 1869 ; and in Macon, in 1870 — we think great injustice 
wai done to the members present at these meetings, while an op- 
portunity for making a conciliatory and satisfactory settlement of 
the vexatious questions involved was lost. By the same action, 
as we believe, a precedent his been established which will render 
it impossible for the Association to give a permanent character to 
any important measures upon which there may exist any difference 
•of op'nion. 

J. G. THOMAS, M. D. 

G. J. KOLLOCK, M. D. 

W. M. CHARTERS, M. D. 

ROBERT P. MYERS, M. D. 

V. G. HITT. M. D. 

T. 0. POWELL, M. D. 

T. S. POWELL, M. D. 

W.T. GOLDSMITH, M. D. 

E. F. KNOTT, M. D. 

C. B. NOTTINGHAM, M. D. 

G. F. COOPER, M. D. 

W. A. GREEN, M. D." 

Your delegates then withdrew from the sessions of the meeting, 
being unwilling to participate farther therein, until after a confer- 
cnc • with the Society which they represented in the Association. 

The facts we have detailed are indisputable, and we think no 
unbiased mind can find in them a shadow of support for the state- 
ment in the preamble and resolution of Dr. Logan, that the diffi- 
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culties in question were of a personal character. Nor can there* 
l? V?' m ttle wtlole nist ory of these troubles, any excuse for 
the radical and unparliamentary legislation inaugurated in the 
passage of that preamble and resolution. 

Ave believe no thinking mm can fail to see that such summary 
legislation must utterly destroy all hope of the usefulness or even 
of the permanent organization of any body associated for suck 
purposes as those contemplated in the formation of our State As- 
sociation. 

If it is in the power of one meeting of the Association to con- 
demn, rescind and expunge from the archives the proceedings of 
three successive meetings, in this summary manner, it must be, 
admitted that all succeeding meetings have the same power, and 
thus each meeting may rescind the action of one or all of its pred- 
ecessors, whenever a majority can be secured opposed to any ac- 
tion on which a difference of opinion may exist. 

Taking our seats in the Association as we did, at the Americus 
meeting, untrammelled by instructions from our local Society, we 
were deeply impressed with a sense of our duty to act, with regard 
to the vexatious question which we knew would disturb the meet- 
ing, as to discharge this duty with k fidelity to ourselves, to our So- 
ciety and to the Profession of our State. Feeling thus, we were 
prepared to make, for the sake of union and good fellowship in 
the Profession, every possible concession, consistent with our hon- 
estly entertained views of honor and duty. We believe that those 
who acted with us in endeavoring to maintain the dignity of the 
Profession and the unity of the Association, were actuated by the 
same sentiments. And we would by no means be understood a$ 
denying that some of those opposed to us were equally desirous of 
promoting the dignity and well being of the Profession. We be- 
lieve that they acted uner mistaken views of the facts and princi- 
ples involved in the controversy. 

J. G. THOMAS, M. D. 
G. J. EOLLOCK, M. D. 

The undersigned, permanent members of the Georgia Medical 
Association, in attendance upon the meeting, fully concur in the 

above. 

W. M. CHARTERS, M. D. 
R. P. MYERS, M. D. 

******** 

Extract of Minutes of Georgia Medical Society of Savannah, 

Ayril 19, 1971. 

After the reading of the report of the delegates to the State 
Medical Association, Dr. Arnold offered the following : 
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Resolved, That the report of the delegates of this Society to 
the late meeting of the Georgia Medical Association, at Americus, 
in relation to their action and that of the Association, meets the 
unanimous approval of this Society, and that in addition to its 
beincr spread on the minutes, a committee of five be appointed by 
the chair to consult with the delegates to the State Association, 
and publish, in pamphlet form, all the proceedings, for general 
circulation in the Profession, and to correspond on this subject 
with all the Medical Societies of the State. 

Seconded and adopted. 

Whereupon the Chair appointed the following committee : Juriah 
Harriss, M. D., R. D. Arnold, M. D., J. D. Fish, M. D., T. J. 

Charlton, M. D., W. Duncan, M. D. 

* * * * * * * * 

Passed in Society, April 19, 1871. 

EASTON YONGE, M. D., 

President G. M. S. 
Attest: Robt. P. Myers, M. D., 

Recording Secretary G. M. S. 

Savannah, May 10, 1871. 

The €ommittee appointed by the Georgia Medical Society, at 
it* regular session, April 19, 1871, for the purpose of preparing 
for publication the report of their delegates to the State Medical 
Association convened at Americus, Ga., April 12, 1871, beg leave 
herewith to present that report for the adoption of the Society : 

They respectfully report to the Society that they have corre- 
sponded with the several local Medical Societies in the State, and 
with Physicians in localities where no organized Medical Societies 
exist, notifying them of the action of the Georgia Medical Society, 
in unanimously endorsing this report of their delegates, protesting 
against the action of the late meeting of the State Medical Asso- 
ciation in reference to the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, 
and respectfully inviting their co-operation in the adoption of suit- 
able resolutions condemnatory of the course pursued by the Geor- 
gia Medical Association, at its late meeting, in summarily re- 
scinding the action of three successive meetings, that in Augusta 
in 18G8, in Savannah in 1869, and in Macon in 1870, thereby 
doing great injustice to the members present at these meetings. 

Having received in reply several communications from members 
of the Profession, in different parts of the State, heartily disap- 
proving the course pursued at the meeting of the State Medical 
Association alluded to, and from the Medical Association of Ma- 
con, the preamble and resolutions hereto annexed, they beg leave 
to suggest to the Society still further action in reference to this 
Atlanta Medical College difficulty. 
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Impressed with the conviction that the interests of the Profes- 
sion demand a concert of action on their part, and an early ex- 
pression of their opinions concerning this whole affair, the com- 
mittee unanimously recommand such action on the part of the 
Georgia Medical Society as will favor a general convention of the 
physicians of this State, at some point deemed most eligible and 
accessible, in order that their views may be freely expressed, and 
the honor and integrity of the Profession preserved. 

JURI\H HARRISS, 
T. J. CHARLTON, 
R. D. ARNOLD, 
JOHN D. FISH, 
W. DUNCAN, 

Committee. 

Preamble and Resolutions Adopted by the Medical Association 

of Macon. 

Whereas, The recent meeting of the Georgia Medical Associa- 
tion, held in the city of Americus, of which body we in our indi- 
vidual capacity are permanent members, and at which meeting we 
as a Society had a representative, did see fit and proper to go back 
on the record for three years, and rescind by resolution all the 
action of the Association at the meetings in Augusta in 1868, in 
Savannah in 1869, and in Macon in 1870, in regard to the faculty 
(of 1868) of the Atlanta Medical College; and 

Whereas, However unpleasant and painful to us as individuals, 
may have been the action of the Association at these several meet- 
ings, in reference to the persons composing said faculty, particu- 
larly that taken at the meeting in Macon in 1870, still we have 
always felt that it was in the main justifiable and proper; there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the action at Augusta taken in 1868, by the 
Association, in its resolution of unwillingness to recognize the 
prospective graduates of the Atlanta Medical College, was jus* 
and propar, in view of the great abuse in the matter of graduation 
to which the amended charter of said College invited its faculty. 

Resolved, That the resolution passed at the meeting in Savan- 
nah in 1869, declaring that the self-respect of the Association re- 
quired, notwithstanding the disclaimer already received, that the 
Faculty of the Atlanta "Medical College (of 1868) should make, in 
print a withdrawal of the offensive terms and language contained 
in a memorial addressed by them in pamphlet form to the Legisla- 
ture of the State, was not unreasonable, and should, in our judg- 
ment have been promptly complied with by said Faculty. 

Resolved, That the failure of the said Faculty to make the 
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amende honorable in the manner in which they had made their 
charges, and in the manner required by the resolution of the As- 
sociation at Savannah, was sufficient cause for their expulsion 
when it became known that twelve months had elapsed in which 
thev could have done so. 

Jlesolved, That in the recent action at Americus, in reference to 
these persons, we believe a great wrong has been done the Asso- 
ciation — particularly those members of it who composed the meet- 
ing at Augusta in 1868, denounced in the celebrated memorial — 
and that we fully, unequivocally and cordially endorse the pro- 
test against said action at Americus, spread on the minutes of the 
meeting, and signed by thirteen (13) members, our [representative 
among the number. 

Resolved, That the opinion which we learn was entertained and 
expressed by gentlemen from Atlanta, that the Physicians of Ma- 
con kept away from the Americus meeting because of the action 
taken in their'ci'y last year, is without a shadow of foundation in 
fact or truth, and we take this occasion to say two Macon Physi- 
cians, members of this Society, were at Americus in the interest 
of peace, harmoy and justice, and we wish we all could have been 
there ; and further, that whilst the expulsion of the Atlanta Col- 
lege Faculty (of 1868) was painful to us, we did not then perceive, 
nor do we uoav see, that there was any other alternative, except 
§o far as Dr. H. V. M. Miller is concerned, who, we have very 
lately learned was not a signer of the memorial, and who in our 
Opinion should not have had his name stricken from the roll. 

Resolved, That we are pleased to hear of the action taken by 
the Georgia Medical Society of Savannah, in their resolutions for- 
warded to this body, and that we will be glad to co-operate with 
that old and intelligent Society and with all other correct-think- 
ing members of the Georgia Medical Association, in the adoption 
of Mich measures condemnatory and reparative of the Logan pre- 
amble resolution, as deliberation and a free interchange of opinion 
may suggest as wise, prudent and proper. 

J!csolved, That a committee of three be appointed to communi- 
cate these resolutions to the Medical Society of Georgia at Savan- 
nah, and to conduct correspondence on this subject on behalf of 
this Association with that Society, and with other aggrieved par- 
ties throughout the State. 

The following preamble and resolutions were then offered by the 
Committee, and unanimously adopted by the Society : 

"Whereas, The Georgia Medical Society has unanimously en- 
dorsed the report of their delegates to the Georgia Medical Asso- 
ciation, convened at Americus, Ga , 1871, protesting against the 
action of that meeting in reference to the Atlanta Medical College, 
and other matters pertaining thereto ; and - 
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Whereas, The Medical Society his received with pleasure 
communications from Physicians in different portions of the State 
heartily disapproving the action pursued by that meeting of the 
Association, and from the Medical Association of Macon, a pre- 
amble and resolutions embodying sentiments which could have 
emanated only from Physicians of the highest tone and pos- 
sessed of a most delicate appreciation of the obligations of their 
Profession ; and 

Whereas, The attention of the last four meetings of the Geor- 
gia Medical Association has been almost entirely occupied in the 
discussion of matters pertaining to the Atlanta Medical College, 
to the detriment of more important and scientific subjects which 
should demand their consideration ; and 

Whereas, The Georgia Medical Society desire that some course, 
deemed by the Profession most advisable, should be suggested 
to the next meeting of the Georgia Medical Association, to be 
held in Columbus, Ga., whereby all questions pertaining to the 
Atlanta Medical College shall be definitely and finally settled ; 
and 

Whereas, The Georgia Medical Society are unanimously of 
the opinion that the interests of the Medical Profession demand a 
concert of action, on the part of the Physicians of the State, in 
order that their views may be freely expressed, and such action 
taken as will preserve the honor and integrity of their Prefession ; 

Be it resolved, 1st, That the Georgia Medical Society hereby 
invites an expression of the opinions of the several local Medical 
Societies in the State, and in localities where no organized Medi- 
cal Societies exist, the opinion of members of the Profession, in 
reference to the advisability of calling together a convention of 
the Physicians of the State, in order that they may counsel to- 
gether and take such action as may be deemed advisable and 
proper ; it being distinctly understood that the object of such con- 
vention shall be, by no means, to divide, but to strengthen and 
perpetuate, the union of the present Georgia Medical Association. 

Resolved 2d, That the Secretary be instructed to furnish a copy 
of the foregoing preamble and resolution to the daily gazettes of 
the city fo?pu*> lication ' requesting all papers in the State friendly 
to the interests of the Medical Profession to copy. 
to tne inter EASTON YONGE, M. D., President. 

Attest: R. P. Myers, Secretary. 






A Statement of facts in regard to Br. Geo. G. Crawford's con- 
nection with the Controversy between the Georgia Medical Asso- 
ciation, on the one hand, and the Atlanta Medical College and 
Faculty on the other. Dr. Crawford's reply to "A Statement 
of Facts," so called, in the Atlanta Medical and Surgical 
Journal for May, 1871. 

" Nothing is better understood in this community, either among the 

firotession or the people, than the fact that the original assault upon the 
nstitution was a purely personal one, originating with individuals who, 
haying been connected with it, were compelled to retire from incompe- 
tency, unfaithfulness or unprofessional conduct, or who had been uusuc- 
eeasful aspirants for position in it. 

"Unpleasant as it may be for us to designate individuals, the truth dt 
history, and the stern demands of a duty which we have determined to 
discharge without ceremony, and with a full knowledge of, and prepara- 
tion for, any responsibility involved, compels us to state, that while 
there were, in our opinion, ungenerous rivalries manifested toward the 
Institution, during the earlier years of its existence, upon the part of 
one or two medical institutions, and particularly upon the part of the 
Medical College of Savannah previous to the war, the contest in which 
we have been engaged since that time was commenced by the introduc- 
tion of a resolution, to discredit the Institution, into the meeting of the 
Georgia Medical Association in 1808, at Augusta, by Dr. G. G. Craw- 
ford, vvlio had been compelled to retire from the position of Demon- 
strator in the College, in 1806, on account of dissatisfaction upon the 
part of the class with him, either for unfaithfulness or incompetency." 

The above paragraphs appear, as editorial matter, in the Atlanta 
Mfdicftl and Surreal Journal for May, 1871, a periodical edited by Drs. 
\V. F. & J. G. Westmoreland, at Atlanta, Ga., in the almost exclusive 
interest of the Atlanta Medical College, and Atlanta Academy of Medi- 
cine. To supply the usual lack of interesting, instructive, legitimate 
material, it sometimes plunges into the channel of personal abuse. On 
sueli occasion* truth is abolished, and nothing left unsaid which may 
lerve the unholy purposes of its manipulators. The reader will find a 
sample, 'm the extract above quoted. 

The o<li.-r fientlemen assailed will no doubt be able to attend, in due 
time, to the charges made against them. The charges against myself, I 
shall endeavor to meet. If, in the course of the following remarks. 
truths are uttered, which show up in no enviable light, the acts and 
doings of men not ostensibly committed to the foregoing slander upon 
me, as well as those v\ ho are, 1 here slate, once for all, that my language 
is deliberate, 

Prompted by motives, the paramount object of which was the protec- 
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tion and enforcement of our ethical laws, and strictly in the discharge of 
a solemn duty imposed upon me, despite my protest, by the Society of 
which 1 am proud to be a member, it devolved upon me to come in con- 
flict with the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College on a question of 
medical ethics, before the proper tribunal — the Georgia Medical Asso- 
ciation. I say, despite my protest : I felt that enemies would be made 
by the course I was called upon to pursue ; that motives would be ques- 
tioned ; and, lastly, that there were others in the Society better adapted 
to the work. But the urgent appeals of Dr. E.S. Ray at length prevailed, 
and 1 was induced to comply. Dr. Ray was then a most active mem- 
ber of the Fulton County Medical Society, and none more enthusiastic 
than he in procuring the acts of the Augusta meeting. Now, however, 
he turns up a member of the Atlanta Academy of Medicine — a society 
which repudiates the very work that Dr. Ray was so determined 
should be done at Augusta. It is to be hoped that this " change, of base" 
will not impair his competency as a witness to the facts here stated in 
regard to the introduction of my resolution affecting the status of the 
Atlanta Medical College. 

Throughout the long and tedious controversy which followed in the 
Association, I defy the gentlemen to point out a single epithet of mine 
savoring of insult, or a single act betraying personal bias. Laboring 
in behalf of what I conscientiously believed to be right, my course was 
endorsed to the fullest extent by three successive meetings of the Geor- 
gia Medical Association — a fact well known to every doctor in the State. 
The American Medical Association met at Washington, D. C, in 
1870, and adopted the following report of its Committee on Eihics, com- 
posed of Drs. L. A. Sayre, H. T. Agnew, and J. M. Toner, to wit: 
"The Committee on Ethics, to whom was referred the various subjects 
at the Convention of last year, in New Orleans, respectfully report, that 
the charges made against the Atlanta Medical College, of Atlanta, Ga., 
by Dr. G. G. Crawford, of Atlanta, at the meeting of the Association 
at Washington in 1868, were, in the opinion of your Committee, capa- 
ble of being proved at the time the charges were made; and from the 
voluminous correspondence and other documents which we have care- 
fully read we are satisfied that the persons who made the charges against 
the Institution were governed by honorable professional motives. Since 
these charts were made, the Legislature of Georgia having repealed the 
obnoxious amendment, your Committee deem further action on the part 
of the Association unnecessary." The highest authority, therefore, 
known in America, sustained my course in bringing before the profes- 
sion the irregular character of the Atlanta Medical College. Dr. H. 
V M Miller, a Professor in said College, was present in Washington 
at' the time the charges were preferred, and made a most earnest effort 
b fo e the National Association, in which he vehemently denied their 
,.j- t g u t even the eloquence of "The Demosthenes of the moun- 
• " nuailed before the resistless power of truth, and the right was 
• d'^ated two years after on the very spot where he then stood. 
The extract quoted at the head of this article charges that the " con- 
st was commenced by the introduction of a resolution to discredit the 
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Institution, into the meeting of the Georgia Medical Association in 
1808, at Augusta, by Dr. G. G. Crawford ; that he had been compelled 
to retire form the position of Demonstrator in the College, in 1800, on 
unt of dissatisfaction upon the part of the class with him;" and that 
lie was so compelled " either for unfaithfulness or incompetency." 

These charges are maliciously false. In order to prove this, it is 
necessary, at the risk of becoming tedious, to enter into details. The 
subjoined extract from the minutes of the Board of Trustees of the At- 
lanta Medical College shows most conclusively where the " original 
assault" upon the Institution" began, to-wit: 

11 Atlanta, Ga., September 20th, I860. 

Whereas, The General Assembly of the State of Georgia, in the year 
1858, pussed an act entitled an Act to amend an Act to incorporate 
the Atlanta Medical College, and for other purposes therein mentioned, 
approved the 14th of February, 1858, by which amendment the origi- 
nal charter of said Medical College has been changed in some impor- 
tant particulars. And whereas, said amendment was procured to be 
passed by the said General Assembly of the State of Georgia, without 
the consent or knowledge of the corporators — Trustees of said Medical 
College. And whereas, this being the first regular meeting of said 
Board of Trustees of said Medical College since the passage of said 
amendment by said General Assembly : Therefore, Resolved by said 
Board of Trustees, That said amendment to said original Act of incor- 
poration be and the same is hereby rejected. 

u Which preamble and resolution, on motion, was adopted. 

John Collier, 
Secretary Board of Trustees. 

Members present at the meeting : Dr. Joseph Thompson, Win. Her- 
ring, J. I. Whitaker, Wm. Ezzard, John Collier." 

Whether thi.s "original assault upon the Institution" was a "purely 
personal one" and whether the gentlemen composing the Board of 
Trustees were at any time connected with the College in some other 
capacity, from which they had been "compelled to retire from income 
pelt ncy or unfaithfulness," I am unprepared to say. I do know, howx 
• v.i, that this their action— " their original assault" — was made more 
than two years prior to the " introduction of a resolution to discredit 
tin- Institution, into the meeting of the Georgia Medical Association in 
1868, at Augusta, by Dr. G. G. Crawford." The Trustees commenced 
the "contetl* and continued it, with laudable zeal, until the irregular 
amendment— that erring child of the Faculty— was by legislative enact- 
ment repealed. This amendment had been " procured to be passed" 
bj the Legislature, " without the consent or knowledge of the Trustees," 
chiefly through the instrumentality of Dr. J. G. Westmoreland, a Pro- 
feaaijr in the Atlanta Medical College. It reads as follows: 

'The Professors and Trustees shall constitute a B jard, who are 
hereby authorized and empowered to confer the degree of Doctor of 
Medicine iippp iuch applicants, in such manner, at such time, and under 
inch circumstances as may to the Professors seem fit and proper; and 
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the said Professors shall have power to change the Chair of, remove, or 
fill the vacancy by the resignation, or otherwise, of any member of their 
Faculty." 

The Trustees were struggling manfully for its repeal, while the 
Faculty, loth to relinquish the illegitimate powers it gave them, 
assumed its stubborn defense. Pending this unfortunate contest between 
them, the Georgia Medical Association met at Augusta, in 1868. The 
meeting was liberally attended by members from various parts of the 
State. In pursuance of the action of the Board of Trustees, herein be> 
fore quoted, and in obedience to express instruction from the Fulton 
County Medical Society, I introduced what the Atlanta Medical and 
Surgical Journal calls " a resolution to discredit the Institution ;" the 
important features of which were embraced in the following words, 
(after giving the original charter and the celebrated amendment,) to^ 
wit : 

" And whereas, The Trustees reject this amendment, and decline to 
reccgnize the gentlemen appointed as Professors under its provisions; 
and whereas, the Trustees decline allowing their names to appear in con- 
nection with the announcement for the next course of lectures : be it 
therefore 

" Resolved, That this Association, having adopted the Code of Ethics 
of the American Medical Association, cannot recognize the Atlanta 
Medical College as a regular institution, nor such persons as may here- 
after graduate under the present provisions of that College as Doctors 
of Medicine." 

The said preamble was amended, by a Committee appointed for the 
purpose, so as to read : 

" Whereas, The above amended charter confers unusual and extra- 
ordinary powers upon the Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, 
whereby they are authorized to confer the degree of M. D. on persons, 
regardless of time or condition, save as to said Faculty may seem fit 
and proper: therefore, , . c ., ~ ., . 

Resolved, That we cannot recognize the graduates of said College that 
may hereafter receive their diplomas under the amended charter afore- 

,a The resolution of Dr. Crawford, on motion of Dr. Ray, was then 
taken up, with amended preamble, and adopted. 

m,. f . of Anm^ra was so exceedingly unsatisfactory to the Fac- 
anta M^dicTl College, that when, at the instance of the 

was subse 
ectionable i 
ir ial " to th 

stitvtion ^f^Z-lmaUzed the meeting of the Association at Augusta, 

Jn it the J- a J .,._•„,. /-.f nhvsinians assnminrr tn ronrocoht *U^ m^Al 



ultyof theA «ntaM^ uent| 6>. ntrodllced .^ ^ L ^ ^ 

Trustees a bill *» s 8U ° a M me ndment, the said Faculty addressed a 



repeal the objection^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ pubjjshed jn thfl ^ 
printed "memorial f f „ ( f a i 9P h« n H hit.t«Pno sa «n^ ;U»„»* 



document full of falsehood, bitterness and insult. 



meeting of physicians assuming to represent the medi- 
in 1868, as . on „ a private "clique," bent upon " some interest to ad- 
cal P r ,, e ^' f ' w bich was calculated to bring odium and contempt upon 
Van< r' & \» Medical Association. Was it reasonable to suppose that 
the Georg ; and the profession at large, would tolerate such false and 
local &c cw 



92 

offensive statements about the parent Association of the State, espe- 
cially when made by members of the same? A moral question was 
here opened between the Georgia Medical Association and the said 
offending Faculty, apart from, and having no reference whatever to the 
irregular Charter of the Atlanta Medical College, upon which was based 
the action taken at Augusta. Hence, when the Faculty, yielding to the 
demands of the Trustees, ceased their opposition to the repeal of the 
objectionable amendment, and the charter, bv Legislative enactment, be- 
came regular, (a fact subsequently acknowledged by the Georgia Medical 
Association at its next annual meeting in Savannah,) we find upon the 
minutes, that the Association adopted at Savannah, in 18G9, the follow- 
ing preamble and resolution of Dr. Myers, as amended by Dr. Battle, 
to-wit : 

" Whereas, On the 3rd of October, 1868, a pamphlet was published 
by order of the Atlanta Medical College, and spread before the Legis- 
lature and country, in which it was charged that the action of this As- 
sociation which repudiated the Atlanta Medical College as a regular 
institution, had in it "An ut'er absence of all the elements of truth," 
and that the Annual Session of this Association, in 1868, was a Meet- 
ing of Physicians assuming to represent the Medical Profession of the 
State, and that such Annual Meeting was made up, almost entirely, of 
the Dr. Powell clique, of the city of Atlanta, and of members of rival 
Schools, and that the whole affair (Association Meeting) was gotten up 
and consummated for the very purpose of injuring the Atlanta Medical 
College ; that the voice of the State Medical Society and of the Pro- 
fession was not heard; that the meetings of this Association are sel- 
dom attended by any but resident Physicians, and a few others who 
have some interest to advance; that the Annual Session in Augusta, 
as evinced by the names and votes, was such a meeting of persons with 
interest to advance. 

"And whereas, Every part and insinuation contained in the above 
recital of charges against this Association is false, and was uttered with 
a full knowledge, at the time, of all the facts and circumstances in the 
case as they then existed and now exist; modified by the fact that the 
course which this Faculty were endeavoring to bolster by such fabrica- 
tion, has been condemned by the Legislature and the country ; a modi- 
fication extremely damaging and condemnatory to them. This Associ- 
ation, with but one dissenting voice, at its last session placed the sentence 
of condemnation on the Faculty in procuring the improper amendment 
of the Charter, giving themselves unusual and unwarrantable powers. 
Yet in the face of the declared opinion of the Medical profession — in 
the face of improper and abused prerogative— in the face of protest and 
objection of the then existing Board of Trustees, they went on in disre- 
gard of the expressed will of the Trustees and the Profession, held a 
session and conferred the degree of Doctor of Medicine upon twenty- 
six young men who they knew would not be recognized as regular 
Physicians by the Georgia Medical Association. All of which conduct 
is, in the opinion of this Association, derogatory to the character of the 
profession, and could have been peipetrated only by men more bent 
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upon selfish purposes than with a view to elevate the standard of their 
profession. Therefore, be it 

"Resolved, That a proper self respect on the part of this Association^ 
requires of the former Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College a distinct 
and unequivocal withdrawal of the objectionable language used in their 
recent memorial, and such withdrawal must be through the public 
journals of the State." 

The Association merely required the public retraction of a public 
insult. This same meeting, in order to define its position, and to 
distinguish clearly between the cause of the action taken at Augusta, 
viz.: the irregular Charter, and the cause of the present action at Sa- 
vannah, viz. : the false statements and offensive language used by the 
Faculty in their published memorial, adopted the following: 

a Whereas, The irregularity of which this Association complained 
at its last session, in the Charter and management of the Atlanta Med- 
ical College, has been removed by the action of the last Legislature, and 
said College is now conducted upon principles which this Association 
approve ; be it 

"Resolved, That the Resolution adopted by the Association at its last 
session, discrediting the Diplomas of the Atlanta Medical College, shall 
have no reference to Diplomas that may be conferred by that Institution 
hereafter. Provided the present Faculty, under the new Charter, will 
repudiate the action of the Faculty existing at the time of the passage 
of the Resolution, during the meeting at Augusta." 

Thus it will be seen that, while the question of the irregularity of 
the Charter was settled, and so acknowledged, the insults of the former 
Faculty, most of whom were members of the "present" Faculty, were 
still on the Docket. 

Alluding to the Augusta meeting, the Atlanta Medical and Surgical 
Journal says : "And we now insist that the action taken by that body 
was unjustifiable and not in accordance with the principles of justice 
a^tf fair dealing which would have required the adoption of Dr. Dugas' 
resolution referring the subject to a Committee, to report at (he next 
meeting of the Association, thus giving notice to the as>ailed parties to 
correct the Charter complained of, or appear in its defence." 

Dr. Dugas was chosen President of the Association at Augusta. What 
does he say in his address at Savannah the following year? Hear him : 

"The introduction of questions of Ethics, with a view to their en- 
forcement, is the most fruitful element of mischief in our local societies, 
and has been felt in this as well as in the American Medical Association, 
when valuable time, which should have been devoted to the advance- 
ment of knowledge, was lost in vain attempts to make respectable par- 
ties who were naturally otherwise. Would it not be better to admit 
unworthy nien into the company of those from whom they might have 
wisdom and decency, than to thwart the true object of our assemblage 
bv the fruitless and vexatious trial of delinquents'?" 

In the Spring of 1870, the Georgia Medical Association met at Macon. 
To this meeting was presented and read, a paper addressed, by the 
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Faculty, through a Committee, to the Trustees of the College, which is 
now claimed to have been " not only a fu I and explicit disavowal of 
any intention to reflect upon the Association, but absolute retraction 
and withdrawal" of anything which might be liable to an offensive con- 
struction in the memorial. This " retraction and withdrawal," so-culled, 
was, in t'ict, but a voluminous repetition of an unsatisfactory "disa- 
vowal " which the Faculty had sent to Savannah the year before. In 
neither case was there the remotest recognition of the Augusta, meeting, 
as a meeting of the Georgia Medical Association. They had charged 
that it was a private 'clique — a meeting of Physicians held in the 
name of the Medical Association of the State, and assuming to repre- 
sent the medical profession" — that " the whole affair was gotten up 
and consummated for the very purpose of injuring the Atlanta School." 
In this connection, the Savannah delegates to the late Americus meeting, 
in their published report, very correctly say : 

"This, and more, was said of that particular (Augusta) meeting. Of 
the meetings of the Georgia Medical Association in general they say, 
"the meetings of this Association are seldom attended by any but 
resident physicians and a few others who have some interest to ad- 
vance." 

Now, while they are able to persuade persons, not fully informed a? 
to the facts of the controversy, that they have made ample retraction 
and disavowal, such as ought to be satisfactory to all the members of 
the Association, they have refused, and do to this dag refuse, to retract 
one word which they have said derogatory to the character of the meeting 
at Augusta, or of the majority of the members of the Association present 
at il.s sessions. ,J 

At Americus, where, if reports be true, the Association tell into sur- 
reptitious possession of the Faculty and their abettors, the sense (if 
there be any) of the Logan resolution might, on a strain, be construed 
to hint, indirectly, faintly, \evy faintly, that the meeting in which the 
"controversy ought never to have been introduced," was a meeting of 
the Association proper. This was necessary in order to annul its action, 
and open the way for the wholesale repudiation which followed. 

The Faculty, after a whole year's reflection, failed, at Macon, to 
meet the requirements of the Association adopted by the meeting at 
Savannah. Their unsatisfactory communication was accordingly laid 
on the table, and I offered the following resolution, which, after some 
debate, was carried, to- wit : 

" Whereas, The late Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College, having 
failed to comply with the requirements of the "Georgia Medical Asso- 
ciation " at Savannah : 

"Be it Resolved, That their names be stricken from the roll of mem- 
bership of this Association, with the exception of Dr. A. Means." 

According to my interpretation of the code of Ethics, this action 
placed the expelled Faculty of the Atlanta College beyond the pale of 
professional recognition, denied them the privilege of membership in 
subordinate local societies in communion with the State Association, 



95 

and debarred all members of sncrt from consulting or affiliating with 
them. Upon this view I have conscientiously, persistently, and, I be- 
lieve, consistently acted ever since. When, in pursuance of the action 
taken at Savannah, I introduced the above resolution, it was simply 
carrying out the will of the Association and the views of the local So- 
ciety of which I was a member. No harsh or insulting epithets erabit-~ 
tered the language of the resolution. No base and cowardly insinua- 
tions polluted its spirit. I felt that the action about to be taken would 
seriously damage the professional reputation of men whom I once 
respected. I felt, too, that they merited the calamity. I think so yet. 
The resolution was passed, and has become a matter of history, despite 
the recent most extraordinary act of the Americus meeting to expunge 
it from the archive's of the Association. 

Shortly after the expulsion of the said Faculty, I was met by Dr. 
Joseph P. Logan, who, in a cordial manner, said, smilingly, that he did 
not see what else the Association could have done, evidently intending 
to produce on my mind the impression, that the course I had taken met 
his hearty approval. 

How then are we to account for the sudden right-about of this mag- 
nificent weathercock 1 It is true, he has sometimes reminded us of 
one that "runs with the hare and hunts with the hounds.' For aught 
we know, he may be the original Q. K. Philander Doestick's non- 
cominittalist. Hence, when he takes a position — "that is to say, in 
other words" — a stand, it means something. 

Did Dr. Logan adopt the cause of the expelled Faculty through a 
conscientious desire to repair some wrong perpetrated upon them 1 Was 
he ingenuous in his "change of base?" I fear not. The fact is, Dr. 
Logan wanted the appointment of delegate to the American Medical 
Association, from the Georgia Medical Association at Macon. That he 
solicited aid in this direction from members of what he has since been 
pleased to style the "so-called Fulton County Medical Society,"' he 
will hardly have the temerity to deny. The gentleman approached 
(who was on the committee to make such appointments) did not see 
tit to promote his claim, suspecting, no doubt, that there was "some- 
thing rotten in Denmark." He was, perhaps, unwilling to trust the 
Doctor, and if so, the result proves that his apprehensions were correct. 
Still, Dr. L. was one of those who had given myself and others every 
reason to believe that he fully endorsed my resolution, expelling the 
Faculty of the Atlanta Medical College. According to the statement 
of a medical gentleman in this city, he went further, and even said that 
the " Association had not gone far enough," meaning, of course, that it 
had not meted out to the off-nders the full penalty of their sins. And 
yet tais same Dr. Joseph P. Logan had the cheek to introduce, and 
cause to be passed at the late Association meeting, in Americus, the 
following anomalous resolution, to-wit : 

« VVhbreas, The controversy between the Faculty of the Atlanta 
Medical College, the Atlanta Academy of Medicine, the Fulton County 
Medical Society, or members of the same, who are members of this 
body, or between said bodies or individuals and any other members of 
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this Association, are of a personal character, and ought never to have 
been introduced into this body: 

Therefore Resolved, That all action of this Association upon these 
controversies be rescinded, and be regarded as no longer a part of the 
archives of this body.'' 

Such wholesale inconsistency, such puerile bosh, are well worth a 
place in the columns of Mr. Dick's Memorial. Wilkins McCawber 
should hang his head and never look up again. Dr. Logan turns a 
double somersault, and is caught in the outstretched arms of a self- 
stultified "clique." Stupendous feat! Illustrious acrobat!! 

1 was not present at the recent meeting in Americus, and had not 
received the official result of its deliberations. Djring its session, a 
telegram was published in an Atlanta paper to the effect that the con- 
troversy between the Georgia Medical Association and the Faculty of 
Atlanta Medical College had been amicably and honorably adjusted. 
So far from being displeased, I expressed my unqualified gratification 
at the result, to at least three members of the Atlanta Academy of 
Medicine, with one of whom I held professional consultation on that 
very day. 

From the facts presented, it is plain that the original assault 
upon the Institution began with the action of the Board of Trus- 
tees, at Atlanta, Sept. 26ih, 1866, nearly two years before H the 
introduction of a resolution to discredit the Institution, into the meet- 
ing of the Georgia Medical Association, in 1868, at Augusta, by Dr. G. 
G. Crawford." 

The charge, that* I commenced the contest, is therefore false. 

The editors of the Atlanta Medical and Surgical Journal have thought 
proper to publish against me the charges that 1 " had been compelled to 
retire from the position of Demonstrator in the College, in 1866, on 
account of dissatisfaction upon the part of the class with him (me), 
either for unfaithfulness or incompetency " — charges as grave in char- 
acter as they are false in fact. By the subtle commingling of truth 
and untruth they have manipulated a network well calculated to deceive. 
Their document is shrewdly written, and bears the ear-marks of men 
cultivated in the science of dissimulation. In their hands the King's 
English has triumphed, even in the cause of malignant falsehood. It is 
true, that the direct charge of " unfaithfulness or incompetency " is 
sought to be shifted on the students, but the insinuation, the intent, is 
plain. The manner of expression — the animus and tenor of the entire 
article under ^notice — evinces, in its authors, a purpose to give the 
slander all the force of their point blank assertion. 

It now becomes my painful duty to approach a subject for which an 
apology is due the public — a subject which, but for the occasion, I 
should gladly pass in silence. I allude to my own career as a medical 
man. Ordinarily it is contemptible for one to rehearse his merits 
before the world. But when a man's character and standing in the 
commnnity are assailed, he may, with propriety, be excused for employ- 
ing such honorable means within reach as will enable him to success- 
fully parry the blow. Having graduated at Jefferson College, Phila- 
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delphia, in 1859, I went to Paris, where two years were spent in 
study of medicine and surgery. Returning home, 1 entered the C. 
Army as captain of a company in the 10th Georgia Regiment. I 
served in that capacity until October, 1861, when the War Department 
deemed me competent to undertake the duties of Surgeon. Being 
assigned to my old regiment, I continued to serve as its Surgeon until 
after the rights around Richmond, Va., in 1862, when I became senior 
Surgeon of Brigade, which position gave me control of the Brigade 
hospital, and all subordinate medical officers in the command. After' 
the battle of Sharpsburg, my health failing, application was made for a 
transfer from field to hospital duty. This application received a flat-* 
tering endorsement from the commanding officer of Brigade, the sub- 
stance of which was, that while he regretted to lose one who had per- 
formed the duties of senior Surgeon with such entire satisfaction to the 
command (making special mention of my services in the fights around 
Richmond, and in Maryland), the condition of my health made it. 
incumbent on him to recommend that my request be granted. The 
Surgeon-General effected my release from field duty, and ordered me 
to report to the Post Surgeon at Atlanta, Ga. There I found in charge 
one whose name is already familiar to the reader — " that is to say '' — 
Dr. Joseph P. Logan. This officer stated that he could not assign me to 
duty at his post, unless I were willing to accept a subordinate position, 
no other being just then open. To this I acceded, my health at the 
time being such as to render me unable to take charge of a hospital even 
had one been tendered. Some months later 1 was placed in charge of Fair 
Ground Hospital, No. 2, Atlanta, Ga., with a capacity of 500 beds. 
While connected with this hospital, about 10,000 patients were treated. 
Duringthis time, the Army of Tennessee, guided by the genius of Gen. 
Joseph E. Johnston, was effecting its famous retreat towards Atlanta. 
Orders were received from headquarters that a detail of competent medical 
officers at this post be made, whenever necessity should arise, for tem- 
porary duty at the front. Under these orders, Dr. Logan selected me 
on no less than three distinct occasions. I had tor months been working 
under his official eye. Surely he would not have chosen, for so delicate 
and important a mission, one whom he considered either " incompetent 
or unfaithful." Otherwise he was unworthy the confidence reposed in 
him by those in authority. 

Fair Ground Hospital, No. 2, was transferred to Vineville, Ga., 
thence to Corinth, Miss., with most of the other hospitals of the Atlanta 
post, where 1 remained in charge until relieved at my own request. 
The place was sickly, and 1 had not yet recovered from the effects of the 
Virginia campaign. Being ordered to Montgomery, Ala., I was deemed 
competent and even faithful enough to take charge of a hospital devoted 
exclusively to the treatment of officers. The duties of this position 
were discharged to the entire satisfaction of all officers, Superior and 
Inferior, as well as the many patients under my control. With this 
hospital, I remained as Surgeon in charge until the surrender. Thus it 
will be seen that 1 operated on the field, and labored in the hospitals. 
No hint of my " unfaithfulness or incompetency " had reached my ear 
7 
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during four years of incessant exercise in the various branches of my 
profession. It was left, according to Drs. Westmoreland, to the 
students (?) of Atlanta Medical College to make the discovery. 

The war over, I commenced the practice of medicine in Atlanta, but had 
not yet concluded to make that city my permanent home. Dr. W. F. 
Westmoreland approached me one day, and asked whether I would 
accept the position of Demonstrator in the Atlanta Medical College. 
The proposal was at first met in the negative. He said, " accept it, and 
should you conclude to leave it at any time you can, of course, resign." 
With this understanding I was induced to acquiesce. Shortly after- 
wards I was elected by the Faculty, and entered upon my dutie's as 
Demonstrator of Anatomy. The Faculty's card, on which were 
published the order and number of exercises for that winter, provided 
but thirty-two afternoons for the purpose of dissection. Hence on 
these thirty^two occasions, only, was I obligated to meet the class 
during the entire session. Yet, I had the rooms opened every after- 
noon for the benefit of the class, and I was there in person nearly every 
day for the first six weeks. It is plain, therefore, that I performed 
more service during this period than was actually required of me for 
the whole session. 

At this juncture I went to Covington, Newton county, for the pur- 
pose of performing a surgical operation, in consequence of which I failed 
to be present at the College on one of the afternoons appointed for de- 
monstration. On two afternoons only, in each week, was 1 obliged to 
teach the class. Subsequently, I was again absent for the space of a 
week — certainly not more than ten days— because of personal illness, 
which, together with the single day consumed at Covington, embraces 
my whole absence from the dissecting room during the entire session. 
During my ten days' illness, but three afternoons, regularly appointed 
(as per Faculty's published card) for purposes of dissection, were 
missed. So that really, I was absent on but four occasions when my 
presence was required. This constitutes the maximum of my " unfaith- 
fulness." Upon my return to duty, I was informed by Dr. Willis i\ 
Westmoreland that some complaints had been made to the Faculty in 
regard to my irregular attendance. I related to him the causes of my 
absence, as above stated, recalled to his mind the circumstances under 
which 1 had accepted the position — my reluctance — and remarked that 
I would resign the place of Demonstrator. He said, " No, don't do 
that ; it will all be made right." I then told him (which he well re- 
members) that I had proposed to Dr. O'Keefe, Prof, of Anatomy, to 
recapitulate his lectures, (which, I believe, is the custom in most Colleges,) 
but I had abandoned the idea, as it did not seem to meet Dr. O'Keefe's 
approval. Did this proposal to perform extra service betray, on my 
part, " unfaithfulness," or a disposition to shirk duty ? I proposed, fur- 
ther, to Dr. Westmoreland, in the same conversation, that, instead of 
the two afternoons in each week required by the Faculty, I would en- 
gage to meet the olass every night, provided I was seconded by the 
students. The class accepted the proposition, and I did meet it every 
night thereafter — with,perhaps, a very few exceptions — until near the end 
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of the session, when, on account of the scarcity of material, the students 
themselves ceased to attend. This lack of material, it is true, furnished 
ample cause of " dissatisfaction." The first subjects allowed them, 
were a lot which had been " in soak" since before the war. From such 
material they could learn nothing, beyond the muscles, and larger nerves 
and blood vessels. The other source of supply was from the Freed- 
men's Hospital. The earlier material from this quarter was appro- 
priated by the Prof, of Anatomy, Prot. of Surgical and Pathological 
Anatomy, and Dr. W. F. Westmoreland, Prof. Surgery. I had pro- 
posed to the class to give them a course of operative surgery towards 
the close of the winter, but when the time arrived, to my surprise, the 
Steward informed me that no subjects could be had, as Dr. W. F. West- 
moreland had engaged them all for a similar purpose. This fact was 
stated to the students. Did proposing to do this extra service look like 
trying to avoid duty ? 

The day on which the session closed, I was notified by the Faculty's 
Secretary that the place of Demonstrator had been abolished. 

Di . O'Keefe had said to me that it would require most of my time in de- 
monstrating and doing his proseclions. I replied, that I could not leave 
my practice to prosect for him ; that the position of Prosector was en- 
tirely distinct from that of Demonstrator — a fact recognized in nearly all 
Colleges. He made no further remarks to me on the subject ; but sub- 
sequently, the impression was sought to be made upon me, by members 
of the Faculty, that their action had been taken in deference to the 
expressed wishes of Dr. O'Keefe, who desired to have the branch of 
Anatomy under his entire control. Hence, in my acknowledgment of 
the Secretary's note informing me of the abolishment, I expressed myself 
in language by no means complimentary to the Prof, of Anatomy. As 
Dr. W. F. Westmoreland remembers, I told him at the time that Dr. 
O'Keefe had a friend whom he wished to put in the place of Demon- 
strator. Was not my statement verified ? 

Thus ended my connection with the Atlanta Medical College. I had 
never sought the position of Demonstrator, accepted it only after the 
urgent solicitations of Dr. W. F. Westmoreland, and proposed to resign 
in the middle of the course, as heretofore stated. Does this look like 
being " compelled to retire from the position?" That it was abolished 
at a meeting held on the heels of my conversation with Dr. W. F. 
Westmoreland in which he asked me not to resign, is true ; for, shortly 
after the close of the session, one of the Professors informed me of the 
fact. I subsequently learned from the same source that the Faculty had 
agreed I should not be informed of such abolishment until the end of the 
session. Was this fair dealing ? Was it honorable or just? Was it 
not dishonorable, unjust, malicious, clandestine, mean and cowardly ? 
Was it the way to treat a gentleman of whom the Faculty, through their 
Dean Dr. J. G. Westmoreland, in a circular published at the beginning 
of the' session, had spoken as follows : " The authorities of the College 
have been equally fortunate, as they believe, in the choice of a Demon- 
strator of Anatomy. If medical qualifications, industrious habits and 
dignified deportment of the new incumbent are to be regarded auspices 
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of a successful future, they are authorized to cherish high expectations." 
if the Faculty believed me " unfaithful or incompetent," why did they 
not notify me immediately of their action abolishin;/ the position, so that 
I could yive place to somebody else 1 ? Why did Dr. Willis F. West- 
moreland ask me not to resign 1 if the Faculty believed these things 
of me, and still retained me, were they not doing the class gross injus- 
tice ? Were they not unfaithful to their trvst? Had they a right to 
sacrifice the students that my feelings might be spared ? Assuredly 
not. They did not so believe." They abolished the position for other 
reasons. 

I have said that the charges of " unfaithfulness or incompetency" are 
maliciously false. In addition to the proof already submitted, I shall 
now introduce a letter recently written me by a well known citizen of 
Atlanta, to-wit : 

Atlanta, June 21, 1871. 
Dr. Geo. G. Crawford, Atlanta, Ga. : 

Dear Sir, — In answer to your request, I would state, that, in conver- 
sation with Dr. Willis F. Westmoreland, some years ago, at a party at 
ihe house of Col. Glenn, referring to your then recent disconnection 
with the Atlanta Medical College, he remarked that he was your per- 
sonal friend ; that, in his opinion, you had been badly treated ; that he 
was no party tj the movement against you ; that his feelings toward 
you were more those of a brother than otherwise, because he had watched 
with interest your course as a young man of promise and energy iD 
your profession ; that he thought if you had kept quiet, all would have 
been satisfactorily arranged. The Doctor seemed desirous, in this con- 
versation, to impress me with the conviction that he had the utmost 
confidence in your fitness for the position, and of his regret that you no 
longer occupied it. 

As a mutual friend, he gave me authority to communicate to you his 
views which I did as soon as opportunity offered. 

I am yours, truly, 

Jno. C. Whtinkr. 

Such was the opinion of Dr. Willis F. Westmoreland, as expressed 
to Mr. Whitnerand others, shortly after my disconnection with the 
Atlanta Medical College. Can he reconcile it with the charges he has 
recently made against me of " incompetency or unfaithfulness?" The 
fact th.it we are now competitors in the practice of surgery, does not, I 
am sure, furnish a just reason for the discrepancy. 

Below, I give a letter from Dr. Brantly, endorsed by Dr. Hunnicutt, 
,.cii iully explains itself. It rebuts, beyond question, the charge of 
" dissatisfaction with me upon the part of the class :" 

Near Decatur, Ga., June 23, 1871. 
Dr. G. G. Crawford, Atlanta, Ga. : 

Dear Sir, — Your communication of June 20th has been received, and 
I rnus>t say, that I was greatly surprised at its Contents. That you were 
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knowledge of you, or the class, extends, utterly untrue. On the con- 
trary, in my humble judgment — based upon daily intercourse with the 
class of 1866, and albo with yourself — I can with truthfulness say, with- 
out fear of being charged with personal motives, that no chair in the 
Atlanta Medical College was filled with more fidelity, ability and satis- 
faction to the class than that of Demonstrator while you occupied that 
position. 

During the ensuing summer course, a number of the class taught by 
you the preceding winter, returned, many of whom expressed unquali- 
fied regret that the position of Demonstrator had fallen into other hands. 
Hoping you may yet receive full justice at the hands of an intelligent 

public, 

I remain, very truly, yours, 

A.'H. Brantly, M. D. 

My sentiments accord entirely with those so truthfully and pointedly 
expressed by my friend and classmate, Dr. A. H. Brantly. I am greatly 
astonished to hear that anyone ever did Dr. Crawford the injustice to 
question either his fidelity or competency. 

J. A. Hunnicutt. M. D. 
Member of the class of 1866. 
Athens, Georgia, June 26, 1871. 

Dr. Branny was valedictorian of the class of 1866. No man in that 
class held a higher position, or was more fully acquainted with the acts 
of the students. 

Dr. Hunnicutt is known to be a gentleman of high professional and 
moral character. As a student he enjoyed an honorable reputation. 
Further comment is unnecessary. 

These are the only students whom I have been able to consult. 

Having proven to the satisfaction, I believe, of every disinterested 
reader that in the several charges made against me, there is "an utter 
absence of all the elements of truth," I now leave the authors of the slan- 
der to enioy as best they can the fruits of an unenviable notoriety. 

J J Geo. G. Crawford, M.D. 

Atlanta, Georgia, June 29, 1871, 
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REPLY OF DR. E. J. ROACH, 

To a " Statement of Facts" (so called) published in the Atlanta Medical 

and Surgical Journal. 

Atlanta, Ga., June, 1871. 

In reply to a published Circular from the Atlanta Medical and Sur> 
gical Journal, for May, 1871, so far as relates to myself, I have to say, 
that the statements are false. I have never, at any time, made any 
formal application for a position in the College. In the year 1855, soon 
after the College had been chartered by the Legislature, and before any 
Faculty had been elected, I expressed to Dr. J. G. Westmoreland a 
willingness to accept the position of Demonstrator of Anatomy, if it 
could be made agreeable to all parties concerned. 

This is the extent of my candidacy. On the contrary, in the year 
1866, or '67, when the Faculty were running the College under the cel- 
ebrated amendment, against the expressed wishes of the Board of Trus- 
tees, and in violation of all medical ethics, I was called upon by an 
Attorney in this city, in the interest of the College, to know if I would 
accept a position. I replied that I would not. 

E. J. ROACH, M. D. 
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